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SACRAMENTO, CALI FORNI A
THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 12, 1996
9:30 A M

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: GOOD MORNING. THIS IS
THE MEETI NG OF THE LOCAL ASSI STANCE AND PLANNI NG
COW TTEE OF THE | NTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT
BOARD. CAN WE PLEASE CALL THE ROLL.
THE SECRETARY: BOARD MEMBERS FRAZEE.
MEMBER FRAZEE: HERE.
THE SECRETARY:  GOTCH.
MEMBER GOTCH:  HERE.
THE SECRETARY: CHAI RMAN CHESBRO.
CHAI RMAN CHESBRO:.  HERE.
I WANT TO, FIRST OF ALL, NOTE THAT WE
HAVE A NEW FATHER AMONGST US, JEFF HUNTS. |
DIDN'T HAVE -- | FORGOT TO CONGRATULATE HI M
YESTERDAY. SO ON BEHALF OF THE COW TTEE GO AHEAD
DO THAT. HE HAS A NEW DAUGHTER, AND WE' RE VERY
PLEASED FOR YQU.
AS FAR AS HOUSEKEEPI NG, | TEM 21 HAS
BEEN PULLED FROM TODAY'S AGENDA. | ALSO WOULD
LI KE TO SAY THAT THERE ARE COPI ES OF THE CONSENT

AGENDA | N THE BACK OF THE ROOM AND ALSO SPEAKER
SLIPS FOR THOSE OF YOU WHO WOULD LI KE TO ADDRESS
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1 THE COW TTEE. | T WOULD HELP US QUT | F YOU WOULD
2 FI'LL THEM OUT AND BRI NG THEM FORWARD AND PROVI DE
3 THEM TO THE COWM TTEE' S ASSI STANT WHO S SI TTI NG
4 RI GHT HERE I N FRONT OF ME, KATHY MARSH.

5 | ALSO HAVE A COUPLE OF WRI TTEN EX

6 PARTES TO REPORT, WHICH | THI NK YOU ALL RECEI VED
7 COPIES OF. ONE IS FROM THE GROCERY MANUFACTURERS
8 OF AMERI CA AND NUMEROUS OTHERS, DAN COLEGROVE AND
9 NUMERQOUS OTHERS SI GNED THAT IS REGARDI NG | TEM 20,
10 THE RPPC I TEM  AND THEN THERE' S ALSO A LETTER
11 FROM CALI FORNI ANS AGAI NST WASTE SI GNED BY MARK
12 MURRAY ON THE SAME I TEM WHI CH |' LL ENTER BOTH OF
13 THOSE | NTO THE RECORD AT THI' S POl NT.

14 ARE THERE OTHER EX PARTES YOU D LI KE
15 TO REPORT?

16 MEMBER GOTCH: YOU COVERED THE TWO, THANK
17 YQOU.

18 CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: |'D LIKE TO MOVE TO

19 AGENDA | TEM 1, WHICH I S AN ORAL REPORT BY JUDY
20 FRI EDMAN OF THE DI VERSI ON PLANNI NG AND LOCAL
21 ASSI STANCE Dl VI SI ON.
22 MS. FRIEDMAN:  THANK YOU. GOOD

MORNI NG,
23 CHAI RMAN CHESBRO AND COWM TTEE MEMBERS.
THI S | TEM

24

| S AN UPDATE ON SOVE OF THE MAJOR
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1 DI VI SI ON

2 FI RST AN UPDATE ON LOCAL PLANS.

3 ELEMENTS I N 15 JURI SDI CTI ONS ARE ON TODAY' S

4 AGENDA; AND THAT, OF COURSE, IS A COMBI NATI ON OF
5 SRRE'S, HHWE'S, NDFE'S, SI TI NG ELEMENTS, AND

6 SUMVARY PLANS. WE HAVE 10 SRRE'S, 11 HHWE'S, AND
7 9 NDFE'S TODAY.

8 AS OF SEPTEMBER 1ST, THE BOARD HAS

9 RECEI VED APPROXI MATELY 1400 LOCALLY ADOPTED

10 ELEMENTS OF THE COUNTYW DE PLANS FOR CONSI DERATI ON
11 OF APPROVAL, DI SAPPROVAL, OR CONDI TI ONAL APPROVAL.
12 AND AT THI'S TI ME WE HAVE NOT RECEI VED SRRE' S FOR
13 33 JURI SDI CTI ONS, SO WE ARE CONTI NUI NG TO MAKE
14 PROGRESS I N TERMS OF THE NUMBER OF OUTSTANDI NG
15 SRRE' S THAT ARE LEFT.

16 OTHER PLANNI NG | SSUES.  STAFF

17 PRESENTED DRAFT WORK PLANS ON THE STRATEGQ ES THE
18 BOARD MAY CONSI DER EMPLOYI NG TO ASSI ST LOCAL

19 GOVERNMENTS AND | NDUSTRY | N ACHI EVI NG AB

939' S

20 MANDATED 15 YEARS CAPACI TY TO THE SI ERRA

GROUP OF

21 THE CALI FORNI A REFUSE REMOVAL COUNCI L AT

THEI R

22 AUGUST 23D MEETI NG.  STAFF PLAN TO COLLECT

23

FEEDBACK, REVI SE THE WORK PLANS | F NECESSARY
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24 MAKE PRESENTATI ONS ON THE RESULTS AT THE
OCTOBER

25 POLI CY COWMM TTEE MEETI NG
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1 THE MEASUREMENT ACCURACY | SSUES
2 WORKI NG GROUP W LL HAVE A NORTHERN CALI FORNI A
3 MEETI NG | N DAVI S ON OCTOBER 2D AND A SOUTHERN
4 CALI FORNI A MEETI NG I N WHI TTI ER ON OCTOBER 3D. ALL
5 PARTI CI PANTS ARE WELCOMVE TO ATTEND EI THER/ OR BOTH
6 MEETI NGS.
7 AS A RESULT OF THE PRI OR WORKI NG GROUP
8 MEETI NGS, THE DOCUMENT " ASSI STANCE FOR JURI S-
9 DI CTI ONS ON DATA PROBLEMS" WAS MAI LED TO ALL
10 JURI SDI CTI ONS W THIN THE STATE AND TO OTHER
11 | NTERESTED PARTI ES ON JULY 22D. TH' S DOCUMENT
12 PROVI DED GENERAL GUI DANCE FOR JURI SDI CTI ONS ON
13 WHERE TO BEG N, HOW TO | NVESTI GATE THEI R PROBLEMS
14 FURTHER, AND ALSO | NCLUDED SOVE EXAMPLES OF DATA
15 CORRECTI ONS.
16 THE FOCUS OF THE OCTOBER WORKI NG GROUP
17 MEETI NGS W LL BE TO DI SCUSS ALTERNATI VE SOLUTI ONS,
18 SUCH AS A NEW BASE YEAR FOR JURI SDI CTI ONS THAT
19 HAVE DATA PROBLEMsS THAT MAY NOT BE CORRECTABLE DUE
20 TO THE LACK OF DATA, THE LABOR | NTENSI VENESS, HI GH
21 COST, AND OTHER BARRI ERS ASSOCI ATED W TH THE
22 CORRECTI ON PROCESS.
23 STAFF CONTI NUES TO WORK W TH THE
24 DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATI ON AND THE TRADE AND

N
(03]

COMMERCE AGENCY TO ASSI ST A GLASS PLANT THAT
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W SHES TO SITE I N CALI FORNI A. WE HAVE BEEN
SUPPORTI NG SEVERAL LOCAL GOVERNMENTS BY PROVI DI NG
| NFORMATI ON ON THE AVAI LABI LI TY OF GLASS AND THE
PROSPECTS FOR SELECTI NG AND TRANSPORTI NG I T TO THE
PROPOSED SI TE.

STAFF BECAME AWARE THAT THE RI CE STRAW
PRODUCERS ARE DI SCUSSI NG THE FORMATI ON OF A
COOPERATI VE. THI' S SHOULD PROVI DE THE PRODUCERS
MORE LEVERAGE | N DI VERTI NG RI CE STRAW THROUGH THE
CENTRAL VALLEY, AND VWVE WLL FOLLOW THI' S | SSUE AND
ASSI ST | N LOCAL GOVERNVENT REQUESTS, | F NECESSARY.

ANNUAL REPORTS CONTI NUE TO ARRI VE W TH
APPROXI MATELY 267 SUBM TTED TO DATE. STAFF ARE | N
THE PROCESS OF DETERM NI NG THE COVPLETENESS STATUS
OF EACH OF THE ANNUAL REPORTS.

AN UPDATE ON REGULATI ONS, STAFF
DELI VERED THE FI NAL REGULATI ONS FOR ARTI CLE 6. 2,
SRRE CONTENTS; ARTICLE 6.4, NDFE CONTENTS; AND
ARTI CLE 7.0, SRRE, HHWE, AND NDFE PROCEDURES TO
THE OFFI CE OF ADM NI STRATI VE LAW TO BEG N THE
FORMAL REVI EW PROCESS ON SEPTEMBER 3D. THE 45- DAY
PUBLI C REVI EW PERI OD W LL BEG N ON SEPTEMBER 13TH.

SOVE UPDATES ON USED O L AND HOUSEHOLD

HAZARDOUS WASTE PROGRAM  THE USED O L PROGRAM
CURRENTLY HAS OVER 2, 000 CERTI FI ED CENTERS, 513
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| NDUSTRI AL GENERATORS, 68 CURBSI DE COLLECTI ON
PROGRAMS, AND ONE ELECTRI C UTI LITY, FOR A TOTAL OF
2584 PROGRAM PARTI CI PANTS AND, OF COURSE, THAT
NUMBER GROWS EVERY MONTH.

SHAWN CAMPBELL OF ROSS CAMPBELL | NC.
HAS PREPARED A VI DEO PAID FOR BY A USED O L AND
RESEARCH AND DEMONSTRATI ON GRANT. THE FOCUS OF
THE VIDEO | S ON WHY LOCAL GOVERNMENTS SHOULD USE
REREFINED O L IN THEIR FLEETS. TH' S VI DEO W LL BE
AVAI LABLE TO LOCAL GOVERNMENTS I N OCTOBER AT THE
LEAGUE OF CALI FORNI A CI TI ES ANNUAL CONFERENCE.

I N ADDI TI ON, A RESOURCE PACKET W LL BE
AVAI LABLE, WHICH W LL HAVE A FI LAMENT LI KE
RESCOLUTI ON, THAT LOCAL GOVERNMENTS CAN PRESENT TO
THEI R BOARDS OF SUPERVI SORS OR CI TY COUNCI LS
DI RECTI NG FLEET MANAGERS TO ONLY USE REREFI NED O L
I N THEI R FLEET.

PUBLI C EDUCATI ON AND PROGRAMS
| MPLEMENTATI ON PROGRAMS, DURI NG THE MONTH OF
AUGUST 14TH -- EXCUSE ME -- ON AUGUST 14TH STATE
OFFI CES WERE ADDED TO THE STATE' S PROJECT RECYCLE
PROGRAM  STAFF MET W TH REPRESENTATI VES OF S| ERRA
COLLEGE' S NEVADA CI TY CAMPUS TO ASSI ST I N SETTI NG

UP A RECYCLI NG PROGRAM BEFORE THE CAMPUS OPENED.
STAFF 1S ACTI VELY | NVOLVED W TH THE
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LEADERSHI P OF THE CALI FORNI A COLLEG ATE RECYCLI NG
COUNCI L TO DEVELOP TWO REG ONAL WORKSHOPS FOR
CAMPUS WASTE REDUCTI ON AND RECYCLI NG COORDI NATORS.
THE FI RST WORKSHOP W LL BE | N NORTHERN CALI FORNI A
AT UC DAVIS AND | S SCHEDULED FOR OCTOBER 25, 1996.

STAFF, ALONG W TH OUR CONTRACTOR, SAFE
SHRED, CONDUCTED TWO PRQIJECT RECYCLE TRAI NI NG
SESSI ONS AT DGS OFFI CES I N LONG BEACH. I N
ADDI TI ON, STAFF HAVE BEEN CONTACTED BY PRI VATE
ENTI TI ES | NTERESTED | N SPONSORI NG BUSI NESS AND
SCHOOL DI VERSI ON WORKSHOPS | N THE RI VERSI DE AREA.

STAFF HAVE RECEI VED AN | NVI TATI ON FROM
A LOCAL STATE BUI LDI NG MANAGER TO G VE A PRESEN-
TATI ON AT THE ANNUAL MEETI NG OF STATE BUI LDI NG
MANAGERS TO BE HELD IN FRESNO I N OCTOBER. THI S
WLL BE A GREAT OPPORTUNI TY TO PROMOTE THE STATE' S
RECYCLI NG AND DI VERSI ON PROGRAM W TH THOSE
| NDI VI DUALS WHO HAVE A SI GNI FI CANT ROLE I N THE
PROGRAM S SUCCESS.

AND THI S CONCLUDES MY PRESENTATI ON.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: THANK YOU VERY MJCH,

JUDY. ANY QUESTI ONS FOR MS. FRI EDMAN?  ANY
COMMENTS ON THE PRESENTATI ON?  THANKS.

NEXT I'M GO NG TO ASK FOR THE ORAL
REPORT BY CAREN TRGOVCI CH REGARDI NG THE WASTE
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PREVENTI ON AND MARKET DEVELOPMENT DI VI SI ON AND THE
ACTI VITI ES THEY' RE ENGAGED | N THAT ARE CONNECTED
TO THIS COW TTEE' S WORK.

MS. TRGOVCI CH:  MORNI NG, MR. CHAI RMAN AND
MEMBERS. THERE ARE JUST A FEWI TEMS THAT |' D LI KE
TO H GHLI GHT FOR YOU THI S MORNI NG. AS WE SPEAK, A
CONFERENCE CONVENI NG VARI OQUS REPRESENTATI VES OF
LOCAL MATERI ALS EXCHANGES AND OTHER BUSI NESSES | S
BEI NG CONVENED DOWNTOWN.  THE M NI MAX CONFERENCE,
AS WE CALL I'T, I'S UNDER WVAY NOW AND THE PURPGCSE
OF THAT CONFERENCE IS TO BE ABLE TO MAP OUT
STRATEG ES FOR HOW CALMAX CAN BEST MEET LOCAL
NEEDS.

ONE OF THE THI NGS THAT WE W LL
CERTAI NLY LOCKI NG TO | N CONVENI NG FUTURE M NI MAX
CONFERENCES | S MAKI NG SURE THAT THE TIM NG | S
COORDI NATED SO THAT | NTERESTED MEMBERS OF THE
COW TTEE, AS WELL AS I F ANY MEMBERS OF THE
EXECUTI VE OFFI CE WANT TO ATTEND THOSE CONFERENCES,
THAT THEY CAN I N THE FUTURE.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO:. VI CE VERSA, THAT CAN
CREATE DI LEMVAS FOR MEMBERS OF THE PUBLI C WHO
M GHT WANT TO ATTEND BOTH MEETI NGS.

M5. TRGOVCI CH: SO WE' LL MAKE SURE TO DO
THAT I N THE FUTURE, BUT WE' RE HOPI NG TO SEE A W DE
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ARRAY OF STRATEG ES THAT WE CAN BRI NG FORWARD FOR
| MPLEMENTATI ON COM NG OUT OF THI S CONFERENCE
TODAY.
"WASTE PREVENTI ON WORLD' WAS A FEATURE

I N A RECENT EDI TI ON OF " RESOURCE RECYCLI NG
MAGAZI NE. " | THI NK THAT THEY HI GHLI GHTED I T AS
ONE OF THE MAIN FOCAL PO NTS OF THE BOARD S VEB
SITE, AND THEY VIEENT | NTO QUITE A BIT OF DETAIL
AROUND THE VARI OUS TYPES OF PUBLI CATI ONS, | NFOR-
MATI ON, EDUCATI ONAL MATERI ALS THAT CAN BE ACCESSED
THROUGH THI S PARTI CULAR PI ECE OF THE BOARD S WEB
SITE. SO IT S A WONDERFUL ARTI CLE, AND |'M HAVI NG
COPI ES MADE AND FORWARDED TO YOUR OFFICES. AND I T
ALSO PROVI DES A VERY GOOD USER FRI ENDLY GUI DE JUST
ON HOW TO GET IN THERE AND BE ABLE TO WORK THE
SYSTEM

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: CAN | ASK YOU A
QUESTI ON?

MS. TRGOVCI CH:  CERTAI NLY.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: DO WE HAVE A METHOD OF
TRACKI NG HOW MANY VI SI TS WE HAVE AT THE WEB SI TE,
HOW MANY PEOPLE LOG ON AND CHECK I T OUT?

MS. TRGOVCI CH: | KNOW THAT THROUGH | MB

THEY CAN, BUT I'D LIKE TO REFER TO JEFF HUNTS ON
THAT.
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1 MR. HUNTS: YES. | MB HAS | MPLEMENTED A
2 COUNTER ON EVERY MAI N SUBJECT PAGE. WE DON' T YET
3 HAVE THE ABILITY TO TRACK WHO GOES TO EVERY

4 LOCATION W THI N THE BOARD S WEB SI TE, BUT WE CAN
5 GET A GENERAL | DEA OF HOW MANY PEOPLE ARE

6 VI SI TI NG

7 CHAI RMAN CHESBRO:  JUST BE | NTERESTI NG TO
8 SEE WHEN YOU GET SOVE PUBLI CI TY LI KE THAT WHAT

9 KIND OF | NTEREST THI S STI MJULATES.

10 M5. TRGOVCI CH:  ALSO OCCURRI NG THI S MONTH,
11 AS PART OF AN | NTERAGENCY AGREEMENT THAT WE HAVE
12 W TH SAC STATE, WE WLL BE HOLDI NG A CONFERENCE ON
13 SEPTEMBER 21ST. THE BOARD IS A COSPONSOR ALONG
14 W TH THE COWM TTEE ON SUSTAI NABLE AGRI CULTURE.

15 AND THE CONFERENCE | S FOCUSI NG ON COMPOST

16 PRACTI CES. THERE' S ALSO A TOUR ASSOCI ATED W TH
17 THE CONFERENCE. THERE'S BEEN A FLI ER THAT' S BEEN
18 DI STRI BUTED. SO WE' RE HOPI NG TO SEE SOMVE GOOD
19 ATTENDANCE AT THE CONFERENCE, AND AS PART OF OUR
20 CONTI NUI NG EDUCATI ON AND PROMOTI ON OF THE
PROGRAM

21 HOPI NG TO SEE SOVE GOOD RESULTS FROM THAT AS
VELL.

22 THE STAFF IN THE DI VI SI ON ARE ALSO
23 BEG NNI NG TO UNDERTAKE ASS|I STANCE EFFORTS FOR THE

24 PLAYA VI STA PRQJIECT. |I'M SURE THAT ALL OF YOU
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ANOTHER. WE W LL BE MAKI NG A PRESENTATI ON BEFORE
THE MARKET DEVELOPMENT COWM TTEE | N OCTOBER.

ACTUALLY REPRESENTATI VES OF PLAYA
VI STA WLL BE COM NG FORWARD TO PROVI DE THE
COWM TTEE W TH BACKGROUND ON WHAT IT IS THEY' RE
HOPI NG TO ACHI EVE, THE TYPES OF RECYCLED CONTENT
PRODUCTS THEY' RE HOPI NG TO BE ABLE TO | NCORPORATE
| NTO THE BUI LDI NG OF THAT PRQJECT, AND THE TYPE OF
ASSI STANCE THAT THEY' RE SEEKI NG FROM THE BOARD.

" VE ALSO CONTACTED THE CLEAN
WASHI NGTON CENTER AS WELL TO SEE | F THEY WOULD BE
| NTERESTED | N PARTI CI PATI NG OR COLLABORATI NG W TH
US TO AN EXTENT ON THI S PRQIECT SINCE THI S PROJIECT
W LL ALSO BE LOOKI NG AT GETTI NG | NTO MORE OF THE
SPECI FI CATI ON STANDARD SETTI NG AREAS RELATED TO
CONSTRUCTI ON AND | NCORPORATI ON OF RECYCLED CONTENT
PRODUCTS.

"D JUST LIKE TO CLOSE BY HI GHLI GHTI NG
FOR YOU TWO | TEMS THAT ARE ON YOUR AGENDA TODAY.
ONE | S THE WRAP AWARDS, AND THAT W LL BE PRESENTED
TO YOU A LITTLE LATER I N YOUR AGENDA. AND WE' RE
VERY PLEASED TO BE BRI NG NG THESE RECI PlI ENTS
FORWARD TO YOU, AND WE' LL BE WORKI NG W TH YOUR

OFFI CES OVER THE COM NG MONTHS TO BE ABLE TO
HI GHLI GHT A WAY TO PUBLI Cl ZE THE RECI PI ENTS OF THE
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AVWARD AND TO DI SCUSS W TH YOU THE WRAP OF THE YEAR
W NNER AND HOW WE PROPOSE TO BRI NG THOSE
RECI PI ENTS FORWARD AS WELL.

AND THE FI NAL | TEM FROM THE DI VI SI ON
ON YOUR COVWM TTEE AGENDA TODAY | S THE CONSI DER-
ATI ON OR THE DI SCUSSI ON AROUND THE TWO AREAS OF
CONCERN THAT THE BOARD ASKED THE STAFF TO REVI SI T
RELATED TO RPPC, AND YOU W LL BE HEARI NG THAT
LATER I N YOUR AGENDA AS WELL. THANK YOU.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: THANKS.  ANY QUESTI ONS

FOR MS. TRGOVCI CH? THANKS. OKAY. NEXT WE HAVE
CONSI DERATI ON OF THE CONSENT AGENDA. AS |
MENTI ONED, THERE' S COPIES | N THE BACK OF THE ROOM
AND WE W LL PULL ANY THAT THERE'S AN | NTEREST | N
DI SCUSSI NG.

THE | TEMS THAT ARE ON THE CONSENT
AGENDA ARE | TEMS 5 THROUGH 13, THE HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT AND NONDI SPOSAL FACI LI TY
ELEMENT FOR | TEM 14, AND | TEMS 15 THROUGH 19. AND
THE APPROPRI ATE MOTI ON WOULD BE TO ACCEPT STAFF
RECOMVENDATI ON FOR APPROVAL OF THOSE | TEMS AND
THEN PLACEMENT ON THE BOARD S CONSENT AGENDA. IS
THE LI ST CORRECT?

MEMBER GOTCH: SO MOVED.
MEMBER FRAZEE:  SECOND.
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1

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: | T'S BEEN MOVED AND

2 SECONDED. | F THERE' S NO REQUESTS FOR REMOVAL
FOR

3 ANY | TEMS, CAN WE PLEASE CALL THE ROLL.

4 THE SECRETARY: BOARD MEMBERS FRAZEE.

5 MEMBER FRAZEE: AYE.

6 THE SECRETARY:  GOTCH.

7 MEMBER FRAZEE: AYE.

8 THE SECRETARY: CHAI RVAN CHESBRO.

9 CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: AYE. THE MOTI ON

10 CARRI ES.

11 NEXT WE HAVE | TEM 4, WHICH I S

12 CONSI DERATI ON OF THE PROPOSED 1996 WASTE
REDUCTI ON

13 AWARDS PROGRAM W NNERS.

14 MR, HUNTS: GOOD MORNI NG, COWM TTEE

15 MEMBERS. MY NAME | S JEFF HUNTS. |'M THE SENI OR
16 OF THE BUSI NESS EDUCATI ON AND ASSI STANCE SECTI ON
17 I N THE WASTE PREVENTI ON AND MARKET DEVELOPMENT
18 DIVISION. | HAVE WTH ME THI' S MORNI NG LI NDA

19 HENNESSY, WHO | S THE WRAP PROGRAM COORDI NATOR,
VWHO

20 WLL BE ABLE TO ANSWER DETAI LED QUESTI ONS SHOULD
21 THEY ARI SE.

22 THE | TEM BEFORE THE COWM TTEE THI S

23

MORNI NG | S THE SEEKI NG OF APPROVAL OF THE
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1 WRAP, 1S AN ANNUAL PROGRAM ESTABLI SHED BY THE
2 BOARD I N 1993. | T RECOGNI ZES CALI FORNI A

3 BUSI NESSES THAT HAVE MADE OUTSTANDI NG EFFORTS TO
4 REDUCE NONHAZARDOUS WASTE, SEND LESS GARBAGE TO
5 OUR LANDFI LLS, AND DO A VARI ETY OF OTHER WASTE
6 REDUCTI ON PRACTI CES.

7 1996 WAS A GROW NG YEAR FOR WRAP.
NOT

8 ONLY WAS THE APPLI CATI ON REVI SED TO ELICI T

MORE

9 PRECI SE ANSVERS AND TO COVER A BROADER
SPECTRUM OF

10 POSSI BLE WASTE REDUCTI ON ACTI VI TI ES THAT BUSI -
11 NESSES M GHT PRACTI CE, BUT THE SCORE NECESSARY
TO

12 QUALI FY AS A WRAP W NNER WAS RACHETED UP THI S
YEAR

13 FROM 70 PERCENT TO 75 PERCENT.

14 DESPI TE THESE MORE RI GOROUS

REQUI RE-

15 MENTS, WRAP SAW EVEN MORE APPLI CANTS AND
ACHI EVED

16 A HI GHER W N RATE THAN | N PREVI OUS YEARS.

17 ADDI TI ONAL GROWTH | N THE PROGRAM WAS SEEN | N
TWO

18 NEW AREAS. ONE WAS THE TARGETI NG OF CHAI N
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STORES

19 OR MULTI FACI LI TY CORPORATI ONS AND THE OTHER
WAS

20 THE WRAP OF THE YEAR I NI TIATIVE. AND |'LL
DI SCUSS

21 BOTH OF THOSE I N MORE DETAIL I N A MOVENT.
22 DURI NG THE FI RST THREE YEARS OF
V\RAP,

23 THERE HAVE BEEN A TOTAL OF 737 W NNERS, AND A
24 NUMBER OF THESE HAVE BEEN MULTI PLE- YEAR

W NNERS,

25 TWO OR THREE YEARS.
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TH'S YEAR' S APPLI CATI ON PERI OD RAN
FROM JUNE 1ST TO JULY 31ST, AND WE RECEI VED A
TOTAL OF 411 APPLI CATI ONS. | N APPLYI NG FOR W\RAP,
APPLI CANTS COVPLETE AN APPLI CATI ON WHI CH DI SCUSSES
A BROAD RANGE OF WASTE REDUCTI ON ACTIVITIES. TH' S
| NCLUDES WASTE PREVENTI ON, REUSE, RECYCLI NG, THE
USE OF RECYCLED PRODUCTS, PACKAG NG WASTE
REDUCTI ON, AS WELL AS EMPLOYEE EDUCATI ON AND
TRAI NI NG.

RECEI VED APPLI CATI ONS WERE SCORED
COOPERATI VELY BY STAFF AND THE PROGRAM CONTRACTOCR,
THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT COWM SSI ON. DUE TO THE
SUBJECTIVITY OF A NUMBER OF QUESTI ONS W THI N THE
APPLI CATI ON, BORDERLI NE NONW NNI NG APPLI CATI ONS
WERE RESCORED TO ENSURE THAT ALL DESERVI NG
BUSI NESSES WERE G VEN THE BENEFI T OF THE DOUBT.

AFTER SCORI NG THE APPLI CATI ONS BY
STAFF AND CONTRACTOR, THE LI ST OF APPLI CANTS WAS
SUBM TTED TO THE PERM TTI NG AND ENFORCEMENT
DI VI SION TO DETERM NE WHETHER THERE WERE ANY
EXI STI NG QUTSTANDI NG SOLI D WASTE COWPLI ANCE | SSUES
VWH CH SHOULD PRECLUDE ANY FROM RECEI VI NG A WRAP
AVWARD. AND THERE WERE NO PRCHI BI TI VE COVPLI ANCE

| SSUES | DENTI FI ED THAT WERE RELATED TO ANY
QUALI FYI NG APPLI CANT. THI S YEAR WE HAVE 356
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PROPOSED W NNERS.

ABOUT THE TARGETI NG OF THE MJULTI -
FACI LI TY CORPORATE COMMUNI TY, ONCE AGAIN THI S
YEAR, AS LAST YEAR, TARGET STORES, TO BE A PUN
THERE, LED THE WAY BY SECURI NG NEARLY A THI RD CF
ALL AWARDS. TARGET STORES REPEATED THEI R | NNG-
VATI VE APPROACH BY APPLYI NG FOR THE AWARD FOR EACH
AND EVERY STORE | N CALI FORNI A BY SUBM TTI NG ONE
APPLI CATI ON THAT COVERED THE GENERAL PRACTI CES
THAT ARE | MPLEMENTED CORPORATEW DE, AS WELL AS
PROVI DI NG SUPPLEMENTAL | NFORMATI ON ON SPECI FI C
ACTIVITI ES AT EACH OF THE STORES AND DI STRI BUTI ON
CENTERS. OF THE 120 PLUS STORES THAT APPLI ED,
OVER 110 ARE CONSI DERED W NNERS THI S YEAR.

THREE OTHER CORPORATE APPLI CATI ONS
WERE RECEI VED: KI NKO S | NCORPORATED, VONS STORES
| NCORPORATED, AND THE WALT DI SNEY COMPANY. THESE
APPLI CANTS REPRESENTED NEARLY 500 AGGREGATED
FACI LI TI ES EMPLOYI NG NEARLY 70, 000 PEOPLE. WHI LE
THE FACI LI TY SPECI FI C | NFORMATI ON FOR THESE
CORPORATI ONS COULD NOT BE PROVI DED THI S YEAR, WRAP
| S EXCI TED BY THE LEADERSHI P AND THE | NI TI ATl VE
DEMONSTRATED BY THESE LARGE BUSI NESSES AND | S

PLEASED TO BE ABLE TO RECOGNI ZE THElI R CORPORATE-
W DE EFFORTS BY AWARDI NG EACH OF THESE CORPORA-
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TIONS A WRAP AWARD. WE HOPE THAT THEI R | NVOLVE-
MENT THI S YEAR W LL LEAD TO MORE APPLI CANTS NEXT
YEAR, AND STAFF ARE CONSI DERI NG PCSSI BLE | MPROVE-
MENTS TO THE PROGRAM TO BETTER RECOGNI ZE THESE
TYPE OF APPLI CATI ONS.

AS CAREN MENTI ONED EARLI ER, WRAP OF
THE YEAR WAS BORN OQUT OF THE SUCCESS OF THE CALMAX
MATCH OF THE YEAR PROGRAM AND STAFF AND THE
CONTRACTOR W LL BE SELECTI NG CANDI DATES | N EACH OF
THE MAJOR BUSI NESS CATEGORI ES THAT |'S REPRESENTED
BY THE WRAP W NNERS. WE W LL CONVENE A PANEL OF
ADVI SORS AND COWM TTEE ANALYSTS TO SELECT THE WRAP
OF THE YEAR W NNER FOR EACH OF THESE CATEGORI ES
FROM THE CANDI DATES BASED ON A SET OF CRI TERI A
AND VWE EXPECT TO BRI NG WRAP OF THE YEAR W NNERS
BACK TO THIS COW TTEE W THI N TWO MONTHS.

STAFF RECOMMENDATI ON TO THI S COW TTEE
'S TO ACCEPT THE APPLI CANTS THAT ARE LI STED I N THE
ATTACHVENT AND RECOMMEND TO THE BOARD THAT THE
PARTI ES CONTAI NED | N THAT LI ST BE CONSI DERED THE
1996 WRAP W NNERS.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO:  OKAY. | GUESS THE ONLY

QUESTION | WOULD HAVE IS WE HAD G VEN STAFF SOME

FEEDBACK ABOUT TRYI NG TO GET SOMVE AWARD W NNERS TO
THE BOARD MEETI NG OVER I N SALI NAS. DOES THAT LOCK
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22

LI KE THAT'S GO NG TO BE A PGOSSI BI LI TY?

MR, HUNTS: LOOKS LIKE IT WOULD BE A VERY
STRONG PGSSI BI LI TY.  THERE ARE SI X WRAP W NNERS I N
MONTEREY COUNTY, | NCLUDI NG PEBBLE BEACH, THE DOLE
COVPANY, AND THE TARGET STORE, AND WE' RE SCURRYI NG
TO GET I NVI TATIONS OUT TO THEM TO HAVE THEM THERE
SO THEY CAN BE RECOGNI ZED.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: | KNOW THE FORMAL AWARD
THINGS AREN' T GO NG TO BE READY, BUT |IS THERE ANY
WAY TO PRESENT THEM KI ND OF CERTI FI CATE?

MR. HUNTS: WE'LL BE ABLE TO HAVE - -

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO:. EXCELLENT. THAT WOULD
G VE THE BOARD S ACTI ON MORE MEANI NG TO HAVE SOVE
APPLI CANTS PRESENT AND BE ABLE TO TALK A LITTLE
BI T ABOUT SPECI FI C BUSI NESSES AND RECOGNI ZE THEM
| N PUBLI C.

MR, HUNTS: WE'LL BE WORKI NG W TH PUBLI C
AFFAI RS TO MAKE SURE THAT THE PRESS | S AVAI LABLE
AS VELL.

CHAl RMAN CHESBRO:  ANY OTHER QUESTI ONS OR
COMMENTS? APPARENTLY NOT. THE
WOULD BE TO
ACCEPT STAFF RECOMVENDATI ONS FOR

THE 1996 WRAP

23
TO THE

AVWARD W NNERS AND FORWARD THEM
BOARD. AND
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MEMBER FRAZEE: SO MOVED.

MEMBER GOTCH:  SECONDED.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: | T'S BEEN MOVED AND
SECONDED. WE W LL SUBSTI TUTE THE PRI OR ROLL CALL.
MOTI ON PASSES THREE TO ZERO.

MEMBER GOTCH: ONE QUI CK QUESTI ON. AND
THAT IS THAT | SEE ON THE NONQUALI FYI NG
APPLI CANTS, AND | LIVE I N A VERY SMALL TOWN,
SOVEONE WHO LI'VES IN MY TOWN HAS APPLI ED, | F YOU
COULD JUST GET BACK TO ME ON WHY THEY DI D NOT.

MR, HUNTS: WE'LL CONTACT YOUR OFFI CE AND
FIND OUT WHO THAT I S.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: JUST I N CASE YOU BUMP
| NTO THEM AT THE GROCERY STORE, I T'S ALWAYS GOCD
TO KNOW I N ADVANCE.

VWELL, THE OTHER THI NG | WOULD SAY, AS
| THINK WE' VE DONE I N THE PAST, IS | TH NK WE
SHOULD TRY TO PROVI DE SOVE ENCOURAGEMENT TO THOSE
WHO DIDN'T MAKE I'T W TH SOMVE DI RECTI ON HOW THEY
M GHT I N THE FUTURE.

MR, HUNTS: WE FOLLOW UP W TH ALL NON-

W NNERS TO SEE WHERE WE CAN PROVI DE THEM THE
ASSI STANCE THEY NEED TO BECOVE W NNERS NEXT YEAR.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: | THI NK WE NEED TO
REPEATEDLY REM ND OURSELVES THAT THE PROCESS OF
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APPLYI NG AND EXAM NI NG ONE' S ACTIVITIES | S AT
LEAST AS | MPORTANT AS THE CREDI T FOR HAVI NG
ACHI EVED THE BENEFI T. | THI NK WE' VE HEARD FROM
MANY BUSI NESSES THAT SI MPLY GO NG THROUGH THE
PROCESS, LOOKI NG AT THE CHECKLI ST, THEY GET | DEAS
ABOUT THI NGS THAT CAN BE DONE. AND CERTAI NLY,
LI KE THE TARGET STORES WHERE EACH | NDI VI DUAL STORE
GOES THROUGH THAT PROCESS, | THINK IT'S A
TREMENDOUS EDUCATI ONAL TOOL FOR BUSI NESSES AND
THEI R EMPLOYEES.
SO | TH NK VWE OQUGHT TO KEEP THE PECPLE

ON THE LINE. THE FACT THAT THEY APPLIED IS
SI GNI FI CANT, AND I T'S OPPORTUNI TY FOR US TO
ENCOURAGE THEM TO CONTI NUE TO WORK ON THEI R
PRACTI CES. SO | KNOW STAFF' S ALREADY DO NG THAT.
| JUST WANTED TO HI GHLI GHT I T.

MR, HUNTS: THANK YOQU.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO:  OKAY. WE W LL MOVE ON
TO I TEM 14, VWH CH IS CONSI DERATI ON OF THE STAFF
RECOMVENDATI ON ON THE ADEQUACY OF THE SOURCE
REDUCTI ON AND RECYCLI NG ELEMENT FOR THE CI TY OF
SEASI DE | N MONTEREY COUNTY. MS. FRI EDVAN.

MS. FRIEDMAN:  THANK YOU. YOU MAY RECALL

THE DI SCUSSI ON THAT THE COWM TTEE HAD PREVI OQUSLY
ON TWO OTHER JURI SDI CTI ONS | N MONTEREY COUNTY FOR
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THE CITY OF MARI NA AND UNI NCORPORATED COUNTY. THE
STAFF |'S RECOMVENDI NG A CONDI TI ONAL APPROVAL ON
THIS | TEM AND I T RELATES TO THE ALLOCATI ON OF
WASTE FOR FORT ORD, AND THOSE WERE THE TWO OTHER
JURI SDI CTI ONS FOR WHI CH WASTE ALSO NEEDED TO BE
ALLOCATED.

W TH THAT, |'M GO NG TO TURN THE
PRESENTATI ON OVER TO TABETHA W LLMON AND NANCY
CARR FROM THE STAFF.

MS. WLLMON: GOOD MORNI NG, CHAI RVAN
CHESBRO AND OTHER MEMBERS. MY NAME | S TABETHA
WLLMON, AND I'"MIN THE OFFI CE OF LOCAL
ASS| STANCE.

| TEM 14 |'S CONSI DERATI ON OF STAFF
RECOMMENDATI ON ON THE ADEQUACY OF THE SRRE FOR THE
CITY OF SEASIDE I N MONTEREY COUNTY. THE CITY OF
SEASI DE PLANS TO | MPLEMENT SEVERAL SOURCE
REDUCTI ON, RECYCLI NG, AND COWVPOSTI NG PROGRAMS TO
MEET THE DI VERSI ON GOALS. THESE PROGRAMS | NCLUDE
RESI DENTI AL CURBSI DE COLLECTI ON, DROP- OFF CENTERS,
BACKYARD COWVPOSTI NG, PARTI CI PATI ON | N A REG ONAL
MRF, AND ALSO A YARD WASTE COWPOSTI NG FACI LI TY.

THE CI'TY PLANS TO EDUCATE | TS CI TI ZENS

THROUGH MEDI A CAMPAI GNS, SPECI AL EVENTS, SCHOOL
CURRI CULUM AND TECHNI CAL ASSI STANCE FOR

BUSI NESS
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AND GOVERNMENT PROGRAMS. THE CITY OF SEASIDE' S
DI VERSI ON PRQIECTI ONS FOR 1995 AND 2000 ARE 27.5
PERCENT AND 51. 6 PERCENT RESPECTI VELY.
STAFF ARE RECOMMENDI NG CONDI TI ONAL

APPROVAL FOR THE SRRE. | WOULD LI KE TO TURN THE
PRESENTATI ON OVER TO NANCY CARR WHO W LL PROVI DE
AN EXPLANATI ON ON THE REASON FOR THE CONDI Tl ONAL
APPROVAL.

M5. CARR: | N THE BASE YEAR SOLI D WASTE
GENERATI ON STUDY, FORT ORD WAS TREATED AS A
SEPARATE JURI SDI CTI ON.  WASTE QUANTI TY AND
COWPOSI TI ON DATA WERE DEVELOPED FOR FORT ORD
SEPARATELY. FOR THE PURPOSES OF AB 939, M LI TARY
BASES ARE NOT CONSI DERED TO BE JURI SDI CTI ONS LI KE
CI TI ES AND COUNTI ES ARE. BASES ARE A SOURCE OF
WASTE WTHI N A JURI SDI CTI ON JUST AS A FACTORY OR
OTHER GENERATOR WOULD BE. FORT ORD LI ES PARTLY
WTH N THE CI TY OF SEASI DE AND PARTLY W THI N TWO
OTHER JURI SDI CTI ONS, THE CI TY OF MARI NA AND
MONTEREY UNI NCORPORATED COUNTY AREA.

WASTE TONNAGE FOR FORT ORD MUST BE
ALLOCATED TO THESE THREE JURI SDI CTIONS SINCE IT IS
A MAJOR WASTE GENERATOR W THI N THESE JURI SDI C-

TIONS. BOARD STAFF STATED THI S I N COMMENTS TO THE
CITY ON THE PRELI M NARY DRAFT SRRE. THI S ALLO-
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1 CATI ON MUST BE MADE FOR THE BASE YEAR AND FOR EACH
2 OF THE GOAL YEARS SO THAT THE BOARD CAN DETERM NE
3 COWPLI ANCE W TH THE DI VERSI ON GOALS.

4 SI NCE THE ALLOCATI ON WAS NOT | NCLUDED
5 I N THE FI NAL SRRE, STAFF RECOMMEND A CONDI TI ONAL
6 APPROVAL FOR THE CITY OF SEASIDE. AS A CONDI TI ON
7 THE ALLOCATI ON OF FORT ORD S WASTE MJUST BE

8 COVWPLETED AND AGREED UPON BY THE THREE JURI S-

9 DICTIONS IN THE FI RST ANNUAL REPORT. THI S

10 APPROACH WAS DEVELOPED LAST YEAR I N DI SCUSSI ONS
11 W TH ALL OF THE AFFECTED JURI SDI CTI ONS, SO THE

12 CITY IS AWARE OF THI S RECOMMVENDED CONDI TI ON AND
13 FINDS | T ACCEPTABLE.

14 THI S CONCLUDES STAFF PRESENTATION. IS
15 THERE -- ARE THERE ANY QUESTI ONS?

16 CHAI RMAN CHESBRO:  ANY QUESTI ONS? HEARI NG
17 NONE, |'LL ENTERTAIN A MOTI ON TO ACCEPT STAFF

18 RECOMVENDATI ONS AND CONDI TI ONALLY APPROVE THE

19 SOURCE REDUCTI ON AND RECYCLI NG ELEMENT FOR THE

20 CITY OF SEASI DE AND FORWARD I T TO THE BOARD S

21 CONSENT CALENDAR.

22 MEMBER GOTCH: SO MOVED.

23 MEMBER FRAZEE: SECOND.

24 CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: | T'S MOVED AND

SECONDED.

25 WE' LL SUBSTI TUTE THE PRI OR ROLL CALL. MOTI ON
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1 PASSES THREE ZERO. THANK YOU VERY MJUCH.
2 AND THE REMAI NI NG ACTION | TEM ON THE
3 AGENDA | S | TEM 20, WHICH I S THE RESULTS OF STAFF
4 | NVESTI GATI ON OF THE VI ABI LI TY OF NATI ONAL RESI N
5 SALES DATA FOR ASSESSI NG A CALI FORNI A RPPC
6 RECYCLI NG RATE, RESPONSE TO COMMENTS, AND
7 CONSI DERATI ON OF THE 1995 RI G D PLASTI C PACKAG NG
8 ALL- CONTAI NER RECYCLI NG RATE. Ms. TRGOVCI CH.
9 MS. TRGOVCI CH: GOOD MORNI NG AGAI'N, MR.
10 CHAl RMVAN AND MEMBERS. AS | STATED FOR YQU
EARLI ER
11 I N MYy DEPUTY DI RECTOR S REPORT, THI S | TEM BEFORE
12 YOU IS A FOLLOMUP TO THE | TEM THAT WAS PRESENTED
13 ON JULY 30TH I N UKI AH AT THE BOARD' S GENERAL
14 BUSI NESS MEETI NG.
15 THE | TEM FOR CONSI DERATI ON AT THE
16 GENERAL BUSI NESS MEETI NG I N UKI AH WAS CONSI DERA-
17 TION OF THE 1995 RI Gl D PLASTI C PACKAGH NG
CONTAI NER
18 ALL- CONTAI NER AND PET RECYCLI NG RATES. I N
19 RESPONSE TO THAT | TEM THE BOARD DI RECTED STAFF
TO
20 GO BACK AND | NVESTI GATE THE VI ABI LI TY AND | MPORT
21 OF NATI ONAL RESI N SALES FOR ASSESSI NG A
CALI FORNI A

22 RPPC RATE.
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23 WE WERE DI RECTED TO CONSULT W TH THE
24 DEVELOPERS AND PUBLI SHERS OF NATI ONAL RESI N SALES
25 DATA I N DETERM NI NG THE VALI DI TY OF THESE NUMBERS
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1 TO BE USED AS A BENCHMARK TO EVALUATE THE

2 RECYCLI NG RATE. WE WERE DI RECTED TO KEEP ALL

3 PARTI ES | NFORVED OF OUR FI NDI NGS AND OUR | NVESTI -
4 GATION IN A TI MELY FASHI ON AND SEEK | NPUT ON THE
5 STATUS FOR | NVESTI GATI ON.  AND WE WERE DI RECTED
TO

6 LI ST AND RESPOND TO | SSUES RAlI SED BY MEMBERS OF
7 THE BOARD, THE RRAC, AND OTHER | NTERESTED

PARTI ES.

8 AT COVPLETI ON OF THE BOARD S MOTI ON
I N

9 UKI AH, WE WERE THEN DI RECTED TO RETURN TO THI S
10 COMWM TTEE I N SEPTEMBER AND TO THE FULL BOARD I N
11 SEPTEMBER TO PRESENT THE RESULTS OF OUR FI NDI NGS.
12 BI LL HUSTON OF THE WASTE PREVENTI ON AND MARKET
13 DEVELOPMENT DI VI SION W LL BE MAKI NG THI S

MORNI NG S
14 PRESENTATI ON FOR YOQOU.
15 MR, HUSTON: GOOD MORNING. |'M BILL
HUSTON
16 W TH THE WASTE PREVENTI ON AND MARKET DEVELOPMENT
17 DIVISION. BY WAY OF A VERY QUI CK BACKGROUND, THE
18 RI G D PLASTI C PACKAG NG CONTAI NER PROGRAM WAS
19 ESTABLI SHED I N 1991 BY SENATE BI LL 235 BY SENATOR
20 HART.

21 THE PUBLI C RESOURCES CODE SECTI ON
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22 42310 SPECI FI CALLY ALLOWS A COWPLI ANCE OPTION I F
23 THE BOARD CAN -- ACCEPTS AN ALL- CONTAI NER

24 RECYCLI NG RATE FOR A G VEN YEAR OF GREATER THAN
25

%iAT PERCENT. THI'S MEANS THAT | F A RECYCLI NG RATE

30
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IS EQUAL TO OR GREATER THAN 25 PERCENT, EVERYBODY
| S CONSI DERED TO BE I N COMPLI ANCE WTH THI' S
PROGRAM DURI NG THE YEAR THAT THE RATE WAS | N
EXCESS OF 25 PERCENT.

THE NEXT SHEET I N YOUR HANDOUT
BASI CALLY SUMVARI ZES THE MOTI ON THAT MS. TRGOVCI CH
JUST COMMVENTED ON. |'D LIKE TO GET DI RECTLY THEN
| NTO THE BOARD STAFF' S DI RECTI ON AND ACTI VI TI ES
OVER THE LAST COUPLE OF MONTHS.

ONE OF THE REQUI REMENTS -- DI RECTI VES
OF THE BOARD WAS TO MAKE SURE THAT THE | NTERESTED
PARTI ES HAD AMPLE OPPORTUNI TY TO REVI EW AND
COMMENT ON ALL OF THE DOCUMENTS THAT THE STAFF HAD
PREPARED | N RESPONSE TO THE BOARD S DI RECTI ON. WE
DI D SHARE DRAFT COPI ES OF ALL OF OUR DOCUMENTS
W TH THE RRAC AND OTHER | NTERESTED PARTI ES SI NCE
AUGUST 7TH AND UP TO AND | NCLUDI NG AUGUST 5TH - -
EXCUSE ME -- SEPTEMBER 5TH WHEN WE SENT THEM THE
AGENDA | TEM THAT | S BEFORE YOU TODAY.

ONE OF THE OTHER REQUI REMENTS OF THE
BOARD DI RECTI VE WAS TO ASSESS THE VI ABI LI TY OF
USI NG NATI ONAL RESI N SALES AS A BENCHVMARK. WE
SPECI FI CALLY ASKED THE | NTERESTED PARTI ES TO

COMMENT ON AND PROVI DE US GUI DANCE ON ANY | DEAS
THAT THEY M GHT HAVE AND HOW WE M GHT BE ABLE TO
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OVERCOME SOMVE OF THE UNCERTAINTIES WTH THI S
BENCHMARK PROCESS THAT WE HAD NOT YET | DENTI FI ED.

AS A RESULT OF OUR | NVESTI GATI ON, WE
FOUND THAT THE NATI ONAL RESI N SALE DATA | TSELF
COMES FROM SPI, SOCI ETY OF PLASTI CS | NDUSTRI ES,
SOVETHI NG LI KE THAT, AND I T | NCLUDES CANADI AN
PRODUCTI ON AND EXPORTS. IT'S NOT PGOSSI BLE TO PULL
OUT ONLY THE UNI TED STATES PRODUCTI ON AND
EXPORTS -- PRODUCTI ON, BUT RATHER | NCLUDES
PRODUCTI ON OF RESI N | N CANADA AND ALSO EXPORTS TO
CANADA.

THE MODERN PLASTI CS MAGAZI NE TAKES THE
SPI DATA AND DOES SOVE ADDI TI ONAL MASSAG NG W TH
| T IN ORDER TO COVE UP W TH THE NATI ONAL RESI N
SALES ESTI MATES THAT THEY PUBLI SH THEN | N JANUARY
FOR THEI R MAGAZI NE. THEY DO HAVE TO MAKE
PROQJIECTI ONS FOR THE FOURTH QUARTER, AND THOSE
RESULTS ARE NOT THEN CORRECTED OR MODI FI ED UNTI L
THE FOLLOW NG YEAR' S REPORT.

WE HAVE SOME | NFORMATION IN THE FI LE
THAT WOULD | NDI CATE THAT OVER THE YEARS THE
PRQIECTI ONS HAVE BEEN OFF BY AS MUCH AS 10 PERCENT
FOR THE ENTI RE YEAR BASED ON WHAT HAPPENED ONLY

DURI NG THE FOURTH QUARTER. ALSO, BECAUSE MODERN
PLASTI CS DOES NOT HAVE A COWPLETE SURVEY PROCESS,
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BUT RATHER LI M TED SURVEYS, THEY REQUI RE
CONSULTANT OPI Nl ON AND PRQJECTI ONS TO REFLECT THE
NONRESPONDENTS OR THOSE THAT ARE NOT SURVEYED
SPECI FI CALLY TO COLLECT THE DATA.

EVEN ASSUM NG, THOUGH, THAT WE WERE
ABLE TO GET VERY GOOD NATI ONAL RESI N SALES DATA,
THERE STILL ARE A NUMBER OF | SSUES THAT WOULD
REQUI RE MORE CAREFUL ANALYSI S AND DOCUMENTATI ON
THAT WE SI MPLY DON' T HAVE AT THI' S PO NT.

THE MODERN PLASTI CS DATA FOR THE RESI N
TYPES THAT | NCLUDE RPPC' S ALSO ARE USED TO MAKE
NON- RPPC PRODUCTS. SO WE WOULD HAVE TO SOVEHOW
BACK OUT THE AMOUNT OF RESIN THAT | S USED FOR
NON- RPPC PRODUCTS FROM THE NATI ONAL RESI N SALES.
WE WOULD ALSO HAVE TO SOVEHOW ESTI MATE THE Yl ELD
LOSS THAT OCCURS WHEN THE CONTAI NERS THEMSELVES
ARE MANUFACTURED AND WHEN THE CONTAI NERS ONCE
MANUFACTURED ARE SENT FOR FI LLI NG.

SOVE OF THOSE CONTAI NERS ARE M S-
LABELED AND ARE NOT MADE THEN | NTO CONTAI NERS OR
ARE NOT FILLED. THEY DO NOT BECOVE A Rl G D
PLASTI C PACKAG NG CONTAI NER UNTI L THEY ARE FI LLED.
WE ALSO DON' T KNOW VWHAT THE Yl ELD LOSS I N THE

MANUFACTURI NG PROCESS OF THE CONTAI NERS M GHT BE.
WE ALSO HAVE THE DI FFI CULTY OF
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PRORATI NG THE NATI ONAL SALES DATA SPECI FI CALLY TO
CALI FORNI A.  WE DON T KNOW I F POPULATI ON M GHT BE
THE RI GHT FACTOR TO USE, THE NUMBER OF HOUSEHCLDS,
ECONOM C ACTIVITY. THERE S A VAR ETY OF DI FFERENT
STRATEG ES THAT M GHT BE ABLE TO BE USED TO
PRORATE, BUT WE DO NOT HAVE -- AND WE DI D NOT GET
ANY SPECI FI C DI RECTI ON OR SUGGESTI ONS FROM THE
| NTERESTED PARTI ES ON HOW WE M GHT BE ABLE TO
PRORATE NATI ONAL SALES SPECI FI CALLY TO CALI FORNI A.

ALSO, THE NATI ONAL RESI N SALES DATA DO
NOT | NCLUDE POSTCONSUMER RESIN THAT IS USED I N THE
PRODUCTI ON OF RPPC' S, SO WE WOULD HAVE TO SOVEHOW
| NCLUDE THAT POSTCONSUMER RESI N AND ALSO THEN
FACTOR THAT TO CALI FORNI A, WHICH M GHT BE A
DI FFERENT PRORATI ON | SSUE BECAUSE PERHAPS MORE
POSTCONSUMER RESI N CONTAI NERS COVE TO CALI FORNI A
BECAUSE OF OUR RI G D PLASTI C PACKAG NG CONTAI NER
PROGRAM

AND FI NALLY, WE DO NOT HAVE A HANDLE
ON HOW MJCH OR HOW MANY RPPC S ARE | MPORTED | NTO
El THER THE UNI TED STATES OR CALI FORNI A FROM
QUTSI DE OF OUR SHORES. THESE WOULD BE PRODUCTS
THAT ARE NOT' MADE FROM RESI N PRODUCED HERE | N THE

UNI TED STATES, BUT RATHER MADE FROM OFFSHORE
COVPANI ES AND THEN | MPORTED | NTO THE STATE,
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CERTAI NLY ADDI NG TO THE GENERATI ON OF RPPC S
W THI N CALI FORNI A.

SO BASED ON THI' S ANALYSI S AND THE
| NVESTI GATI ON, WE HAVE CONCLUDED THAT AT LEAST FOR
1995 THE NATI ONAL RESI N SALES ARE NOT A VALID
BENCHVARK FOR THI S STUDY.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: BEFORE YOU GO ANY
FURTHER, CAN | REM ND THOSE WHO WOULD LI KE TO
ADDRESS THE COW TTEE THAT THERE ARE SPEAKER FORMS
I N THE BACK OF THE ROOM WH CH WOULD BE HELPFUL | F
YOU WOULD BRI NG THEM FORWARD AND LET US KNOW THAT
YOU RE | NTENDI NG TO ADDRESS THE COWM TTEE?

THANKS.

MR. HUSTON: THE NEXT AREA THAT THE BOARD
DI RECTED THE STAFF TO FOCUS UPON WAS THE COMVENTS
RECEI VED FROM RRAC MEMBERS AND | NTERESTED PARTI ES
OVER THE COURSE OF THE CASCADI A STUDY. WE
SUBM TTED -- WE MAILED TO ALL OF THE | NTERESTED
PARTI ES LETTERS THAT WE HAD RECEI VED THROUGH THE
PROCESS | TSELF, AND I N LATE AUGUST WE SENT THEM
OUR RESPONSE TO ALL OF THOSE COMVENTS. THOSE ARE
ATTACHMENT 1 -- |'M SORRY -- ATTACHMENT 2 | N YOUR
AGENDA | TEM TODAY.

THERE ARE A COUPLE OF COMMENTS THAT WV\E
HAVE RECEI VED SI NCE THEN AND A COUPLE THAT ARE
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PARTI CULARLY | MPORTANT THAT | WANT TO DRAW YOUR
ATTENTION TO. WE DI D HAVE SOVE FOLKS COMVENT THAT
THEY QUESTI ON THE BOARD' S DECI SI ON TO PARTI Cl PATE
I N THE APC STUDY AT ALL BECAUSE I T WAS NOT FUNDED
OR SPONSORED BY US. WE DI D NOT ADDRESS THAT
COMMENT. WE FELT THAT THAT WAS BEYOND THE SCOPE
OF WHAT THE BOARD HAD DI RECTED US TO DO, AND WE
FOCUSED SPECI FI CALLY ON THE COMMENTS RECEI VED
SI NCE THE BOARD DECI S| ON TO PARTI Cl PATE I N THE
STUDY.

WE DI D HAVE ONE COWMMENT THAT THE RPPC
PROGRAM PROVI DES AN | NCENTI VE TO USE POSTCONSUMER
RESIN. WE AGREE W TH THAT. WE HAD ONE PERSON,
PERHAPS A COUPLE, SAY THAT WE SHOULD USE CASH
REG STER SALES DATA AS A BENCHMARK FOR THI S STUDY.
THAT WAS NOT ONE OF THE DI RECTI VES FROM THE BOARD
IN THI S PROCESS, BUT WE W LL | NVESTI GATE THE USE
OF NATI ONAL RESI N SALES DATA ElI THER AS A BENCHVARK
OR PERHAPS AS THE METHODOLOGY FOR THE 1996 STUDY.

WE HAD A NUMBER OF COMMENTS THAT V\E
SHOULD | NCLUDE LI TTERED RPPC'S W THI N THE AMOUNT
OF MATERI AL GENERATED. FRANKLY, WE DO NOT HAVE
ANY SOURCE OF | NFORVATI ON ON THE AMOUNT OF RPPC S

THAT ARE TOSSED ONTO THE HI GHWAYS AND BYWAYS AND
| NTO THE OCEAN. SOME OF THOSE ARE PROBABLY
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1 UP BY COVMUNI TY GROUPS ALONG THE FREEWAYS AND

2 WOULD THEN BE COUNTED W THI N THE GENERATI ON OR

3 RECYCLI NG, DEPENDI NG UPON WHAT THEY DI D W TH
THEM

4 THERE ARE STUDI ES THAT HAVE BEEN

5 COVWLETED THAT SHOW THE AMOUNT OF LI TTER ALONG
THE

6 STATE' S H GHVWAYS, AND | HAVE NOT SEEN ANYTHI NG I N
7 THE WATERWAYS, BUT I T'S NOT BROKEN DOWN ANY FI NER
8 THAN THIS IS THE AMOUNT OF LITTER. WE DON' T KNOW
9 VWHETHER | T'' S ALUM NUM CANS, WHETHER | T' S PAPER,
OR

10 WHETHER | T' S PLASTI C.

11 WE ALSO HAD ONE PERSON THAT DI SAGREED
12 W TH THE STAFF CONCLUSI ON THAT THE USE OF THE

13 NATI ONAL RESI N DATA WAS NOT VI ABLE. HE SUGGESTED
14 THAT WE COWPARE SELECT CATEGORI ES AND USE THOSE
TO

15 BENCHVARK THE STUDY. WE COULD NOT PULL OUT FROM
16 THE NATI ONAL RESI N SALES A SELECT CATEGORY, SUCH
17 AS PET OR SODA BOTTLES, BECAUSE WE STILL HAD THE
18 DI FFI CULTY, AS | HAD OUTLI NED PREVI OQUSLY, NOT

19 KNOW NG VWHAT THE Yl ELD LOSS WAS, NOT KNOWN NG WHAT
20 THE | MPORTS WERE, NOT KNOW NG WHAT PERCENTAGE OF

21 THAT WAS GO NG TO OTHER THAN UNI TED STATES. THE
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22 SAME | SSUES TRYI NG TO ASSESS A SELECT CATEGCORY OF
23 RPPC' S G VES US THE SAME DI FFI CULTY AS TRYI NG TO
24 DO RPPC S I N TOTAL.

25 AND FI NALLY, AND THI S WLL BE
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BASI CALLY THE REMAI NI NG PART OF MY PRESENTATI ON,
WE HAD A COMMENT -- COUPLE OF COMVENTS THAT
| NCI NERATI ON WAS NOT | NCLUDED. AND AS W\E
| NVESTI GATED THE METHODOLOGY AND THE WORK, WE
DI SCOVERED THAT THAT, | N FACT, WAS THE SI TUATI ON,
THAT THE MATERI AL THAT IS SENT TO A WASTE- TG
ENERGY FACILITY, ONE OF THE THREE PERM TTED
FACILITIES IN THE STATE, WAS NOT | NCLUDED I N THE
ORI Gl NAL STUDY.
WHAT WE HAVE FOUND | S THAT THERE' S
ABOUT 840, 000 TONS OF WASTE THAT GCES TO A WASTE-
TO- ENERGY FACILITY. WE ALSO DI SCOVERED THAT
276,000 TONS OF WASTE | S EXPORTED FROM THE STATE
FOR DI SPCSAL | N ANOTHER STATE. SO THE STUDY ALSO
DI D NOT | NCLUDE THAT MATERI AL THAT WAS EXPORTED.
ATTACHMVENT 3 OF YOUR HANDOUT -- OF
YOUR AGENDA | TEM OFFERS THREE OPTI ONS FOR
ADDRESSI NG THE WASTE- TO- ENERGY AND EXPORT WASTE.
ALL THREE OPTIONS I N THE STAFF REPORT SUGGEST THAT
VE | NCLUDE EXPORTS, THAT THAT MATERI AL WAS CLEARLY
DI SPOSED, THAT I T SHOULD BE COUNTED I N THE
GENERATI ON OF RPPC'S. AND THAT | S OPTI ON 3,
| NCLUDE ONLY THE EXPORTS.

THE OTHER OPTION | S TO | NCLUDE
| NCI NERATI ON AND COUNT | T AS DI SPOSAL. THIS IS
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CONSI STENT W TH THE BOARD S HI ERARCHY, THAT
DI SPOSAL AND TRANSFORMATI ON HAVE THE SAME -- HAVE
THE SAME PRI ORI TY AND | T SHOULD BE COUNTED AS
DI SPOSAL.
THE SECOND OPTI ON RELI ES MOSTLY ON A

PROVI SION W THIN THE RPPC STATUTE | TSELF WHEN | T
DEFI NES WHAT RECYCLED MEANS.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: BUT, OF COURSE, WE'D
HAVE TO | GNORE THE OFFI Cl AL HI ERARCHY OF THE STATE
OF CALI FORNI A AND AB 939, WHI CH SAYS THAT | NCI N-
ERATION | S ON THE SAME LEVEL W TH DI SPOSAL.

MR. HUSTON: CORRECT.

AND FOR THE SECOND OPTI ON, THE

DEFI NI TION I N THE PROGRAM | TSELF SAYS THAT RPPC S
THAT ARE REUSED TO MAKE ANOTHER PRODUCT AND
DI VERTED FROM THE LANDFI LL -- AND ARE NOT
LANDFI LLED W LL COUNT AS RECYCLED. THERE' S
CERTAI NLY ROOM FOR | NTERPRETATI ON THERE. AS |
SAY, THE LAST OPTI ON WOULD BE TO ONLY | NCLUDE THE
EXPORTS AND DO NOT TREAT MATERI AL GO NG TO THE
WASTE- TO- ENERGY FACI LI TY AS EI THER BEI NG DI SPOSAL
OR AS BEI NG LANDFI LLED.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: WELL, NOT TO START THE

DEBATE PREMATURELY HERE, BUT | JUST HAVE TO SAY
FOR THE RECORD THAT IT'S | MPOSSI BLE FOR ME TO
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CONCEDE THAT WE WOULD TAKE THI S ONE LAW AND
COVWPLETELY | GNORE THE CONTEXT OF OVERALL -- THE
FRAMEWORK OF THE CALI FORNI A | NTEGRATED WASTE
MANAGEMENT LAW AND BEGI N TO VI EW | NCI NERATI ON AS
ON THE SAME LEVEL AS RECYCLING | TH NK VE WOULD
START A WHOLE NEW LEVEL OF CONFLICT OVER THI S
| SSUE. THAT'S -- SO FROM MY STANDPO NT, IT'S
REALLY NOT AN OPTION. THI' S SEGVENT OF THE LAW NAY
BE CONSI DERED AMBI GUOUS, BUT | THI NK I N OVERALL
CALI FORNI A LEG SLATI ON AND POLI CY, THERE' S NO
AMBI GUI TY WHATSOEVER.

M5. TRGOVCI CH: MR CHAI RMAN, NOT TO TAKE
AVAY FROM THE REMAI NI NG PI ECE OF BI LL'S PRESEN-
TATION, BUT | THI NK THAT WHAT WE TRIED TO DO | S
JUST LAY OUT FOR YOU THE RANGE OF OPTIONS TO G VE
YOU, YOU KNOW THE FULL RANGE OF FLEXI BILITY THAT
MAY EXI ST.

| T 1S STAFF' S RECOMVENDATI ON THAT,

BASED UPON CALI FORNI A | NTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT
ACT OF 1989 AND SUBSEQUENT LAW THAT OPTION NO. 1
WOULD BE THE MOST APPROPRI ATE | NTERPRETATI ON.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: THANK YOU.

MR. HUSTON: SO FI NALLY, THE STAFF

RECOMVENDATI ON BASI CALLY IS TO -- WE'RE
RECOMVENDI NG THAT THE NATI ONAL RESI N SALES NOT BE
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USED AS A VI ABLE BENCHVARK FOR 1995. WE BELI EVE
THAT EXPORTS SHOULD BE ADDED TO THE TONS DI SPCSED.
AND WE' RE RECOMMVENDI NG THAT THE COWM TTEE SELECT
El THER THE CASCADI A RESULTS OR ONE OF THE PROPCSED
OPTI ONS I N APPENDI X -- I N ATTACHVENT 3 OF THE
AGENDA | TEM
AND THAT COWPLETES MY PRESENTATI ON.

| " D BE DELI GHTED TO ANSVER ANY QUESTI ONS YOU M GHT
HAVE.

MS. TRGOVCI CH: MR CHAI RMAN, BILL, I'T MAY
HELP THE COWM TTEE MEMBERS JUST TO VI SUALI ZE THE
THREE OPTI ONS, ALTHOUGH WE HAVE BEGUN DI SCUSSI NG
THEM TO PUT UP THE CHART SHOW NG -- WHAT WE' VE
DONE IS TRIED TO PUT TOGETHER FOR YOU JUST A
VI SUAL REPRESENTATI ON OF WHAT THE RANGES WOULD
LOOK LI'KE. THE BAR AT THE TOP OF THE CHART
REPRESENTS THE RATE CONFI DENCE | NTERVAL ESTAB-
LI SHED W THI N THE CASCADI A STUDY.

AND, BILL, I'F YOU WOULD LI KE TO WALK

THEM THROUGH THE NEXT THREE BARS, | WOULD
APPRECI ATE THAT.

MR, HUSTON: OPTION 1 IS THE RANGE WE GET
| F WE COUNT THE MATERI AL GO NG TO THE WASTE- TO-

ENERGY FACI LI TI ES AS DI SPOSAL.
OPTI ON 2, THE BAR THAT IS ENTI RELY TO
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THE RI GHT- HAND SI DE OF THE 25- PERCENT LINE, IS THE
RANGE WE GET | F WE COUNT THE MATERI AL GO NG TO THE
WASTE- TO- ENERGY FACI LI TY AS RECYCLED.

AND OPTION 3 IS THE OPTI ON WHERE WE DO
NOT CONSI DER THE MATERI AL GOl NG TO THE WASTE- TGO
ENERGY FACI LI TI ES AS EI THER RECYCLED OR DI SPOSED,
BUT RATHER WE HAVE SI MPLY | NCLUDED THE AMOUNT OF
MATERI AL THAT WAS EXPORTED FOR DI SPOSAL OUT OF
STATE AND ADJUSTED THE RANGE ACCORDI NGLY.

ONE OTHER PO NT THAT | THINK I'S
| NTERESTI NG TO NOTE IS THAT THERE ARE PORTI ONS OF
THE RANGES THAT OVERLAP, AND THE COMM TTEE CAN
CERTAI NLY CHOOSE ONE OF THESE OPTI ONS OR CERTAI NLY
THE ORI G NAL CASCADI A STUDY.

M5. TRGOVCICH: |'D JUST LIKE TO PO NT QOUT,

AS YOU TAKE A LOOK AT THOSE BARS ON THE CHART I N
FRONT OF YOU, THAT WHAT WE ATTEMPTED TO REPRESENT
FOR YOU I S THE RECALCULATI ON BASED UPON ONE OF THE
THREE OPTI ONS AND THE CONFI DENCE | NTERVAL THAT WAS
RECALCULATED THAT WAS ESTABLI SHED THROUGH THE
CASCADI A STUDY.

SO WHAT THAT STUDY REPRESENTS |S -- OR
WHAT THOSE BARS REPRESENT |I'S THE RANGE | N WHI CH,

| F YOU CHOOSE ONE OF THE OPTI ONS, THAT THE RATE
MAY ACTUALLY FALL. | T COULD BE ANYWHERE, YOU
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KNOW W THI N THOSE BARS THAT YOU SEE UP ON THE
CHART IN FRONT OF YOU. AND THUS, | THINK IT'S
VERY | MPORTANT THAT WHAT BI LL PO NTED OUT FOR YOU
AT THE CONCLUSI ON OF HI S PRESENTATI ON, THAT THERE
| S OVERLAP THAT EXI STS, AND SO WE NEED TO BE AWARE
OF THE STATI STI CAL SI GNI FI CANCE OF THI S | NFOR-
MATI ON AS YOU LOOK AT THE RANGES ESTABLI SHED BY
THE DI FFERENT | NTERPRETATI ONS.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO:.  OKAY. MR FRAZEE.

MEMBER FRAZEE: |'D LIKE TO FOLLOWUP A BI'T
ON LOOKI NG AT THE OPTI ONS OR THE RESULTS OF
VARI OQUS ACTIONS | F WE ADOPT THE RANGE AS MEETI NG
THE REQUI REMENTS OF THE LAW THERE IS AN OUTCOME
THERE, AND | WOULD SUGGEST A POCSI TI VE ONE, | F WE
FI ND THAT THEY FAILED TO MEET THE 25- PERCENT,
THERE | S A SECOND RESULT. AND IF THE BOARD - -
THI'S COMW TTEE AND THE BOARD DOES NOTHI NG, THERE' S
A THIRD RESULT. AND I WONDER | F YOU COULD STEP
THROUGH THE - -

MR. CHANDLER: 1'D LIKE TO ASK COUNSEL TO
SPEAK TO THAT BECAUSE | THI NK WE' RE REALLY TALKI NG
ABOUT WHAT ARE THE | MPLI CATI ONS FOR FOLLOW UP,
PERHAPS ENFORCEMENT OR COWVPLI ANCE THI S BOARD WOULD

UNDERTAKE AS WE CONSI DER ADOPTI NG A RANGE VI S- A-
VIS A SPECI FI C NUMBER W TH, AS CAREN PO NTED OUT,
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W TH A PRETTY GOOD CONFI DENCE LEVEL, 90 PERCENT,
| F THE NUMBER FALLS SOVEWHERE W THI N THAT RANGE.

MEMBER FRAZEE: THE KEY QUESTION IS I F VE
FI ND THAT THE 25 PERCENT WAS NOT ACHI EVED OR, YOU
KNOW THERE FAILS TO BE POSI TI VE ACTI ON ON THAT
FINDI NG, JUST I N NOT DOl NG ANYTHI NG ELSE, DOES
THAT MEAN REJECTI ON OF THAT NUMBER?

MR. CHANDLER:  UH- HUH.

MEMBER FRAZEE: AND DOES THAT ESTABLI SH
SOVE LOWER NUNMBER?

MR. CHANDLER: RIGHT. THAT'S A FAIR
QUESTI ON.

MR. BLOCK: LET ME TRY AND GET STARTED ON
AN ANSVER, AND THEN YOU MAY WANT TO ASK ANOTHER
QUESTI ON OR TWO BECAUSE | DON' T WANT TO GET TOO
FAR AHEAD ON THI S.

|F -- WELL, OBVIOUSLY JUST TO GO

THROUGH THE SCENARI OS YOU GAVE, OBVI OUSLY | F THE
BOARD ADOPTS A RATE THAT'S 25 PERCENT OR OVER, IT
W LL PROVI DE COMPLI ANCE AUTOMATI CALLY, |F YOU
W LL, FOR MANUFACTURERS | N THE STATE BASED ON
STATUTE.

MEMBER FRAZEE: FOR THE YEAR 1995.

MR. BLOCK: FOR THE YEAR 1995.
MEMBER FRAZEE: DOES NOTHI NG FOR | NCREASES
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FOR ' 96 OR SUBSEQUENT YEARS.
MR. BLOCK: THAT'S CORRECT.

| F THE BOARD ADOPTS A RATE THAT IS
BELOW 25 PERCENT, FROM A STRI CTLY LEGAL PO NT OF
VI EW WHAT THAT MEANS | S THAT THE COMPLI ANCE
OPTI ON PROVI DED I N STATUTE FOR THE RECYCLI NG RATE
BEI NG 25 PERCENT | S NOT AVAI LABLE. THERE' S THEN A
SUBSEQUENT DECI SI ON THAT THE BOARD ULTI MATELY HAS
TO MAKE, WHICH | S ONCE THE RATE | S BELOW 25
PERCENT, DOES THE BOARD TAKE ANY ENFORCEMENT
ACTI ON.  STATUTE AND REGULATI ONS RI GHT NOW PROVI DE
THAT THE BOARD MAY TAKE ENFORCEMENT ACTI ON, BUT
DOES NOT REQUI RE THAT.

AND SO ONE OF THE | SSUES THAT' S BEEN
RAI SED BY THE RANGES THAT WE' RE LOOKI NG AT AND THE
QUESTI ONS ABOUT THE NUMBERS | S | F THE BOARD ElI THER
ADOPTS A RANGE THAT, LET'S SAY, IS SOVEWHAT BELOW
AND SOVEVWHAT ABOVE 25 PERCENT OR PERHAPS ADOPTS A
BELOW BUT CLOSE TO 25 PERCENT, THE BOARD COULD USE
THAT AS A BASIS FOR -- LOSING MY TRAIN OF THOUGHT.
RI GHT WORD. EXERCI SING. THAT'S THE WORD - -
EXERCI SI NG | TS PROSECUTORAL DI SCRETI ON, FOR LACK
OF A BETTER WORD, | N NOT TAKI NG ENFORCEMENT ACTI ON

BASED ON I TS -- NOT BASED ON THE FACT THAT THE
RATE AS BEEN NET, BUT BASED ON THE FACT THAT THE
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RATE IS NEAR THE 25- PERCENT NUMBER, AND THERE ARE
QUESTI ONS ABOUT WHETHER THE NUMBER REALLY | S
ABOVE, BELOW OR EXACTLY WHERE I T 1| S.
THERE' S A SUBTLE DI STI NCTI ON THERE,

AND MAYBE | OUGHT TO STOP AND SEE | F THAT PROWPTS
A QUESTI ON OR NOT BECAUSE THERE'S A DI FFERENCE
BETWEEN SAYI NG THAT THE RATE HAS BEEN MET OR IT'S
EQUI VALENT TO BEI NG MET AND, THEREFORE, STATU-
TORI LY COWPLI ANCE IS MET VERSUS A BOARD
DI SCRETI ONARY DECI SION, | F YOU W LL, THAT WHI LE
| T"S UNCLEAR | F THE RATE HAS BEEN MET COMPLETELY
FOR STATI STI CAL REASONS, | T'S NOT GO NG TO TAKE
ENFORCEMENT ACTI ON.

MEMBER FRAZEE: THE REAL QUESTION IS, BASED
ON THE SCENARI O THAT WE HAVE NOW THAT THE BOARD
HAS ONLY FI VE MEMBERS AND | T TAKES FOUR MEMBERS TO
DO SOMETHI NG, THE LACK OF THE BOARD DO NG ANYTHI NG
AT ALL BECAUSE OF THE I NABILITY TO GET FOUR
MEMBERS TO DO I T, WHERE DCES THAT LEAVE US?

MR, BLOCK: SO YOU RE ASKI NG THE | SSUE OF
|F WE DON' T SET A RATE.

MEMBER FRAZEE: BY DEFAULT DOES THAT MEAN
THAT THERE | S NONCOMPLI ANCE?

MR, BLOCK: |IT GETS A LITTLE BI'T MORE
COWPLI CATED | F THE BOARD WERE TO NOT SET A RATE.
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STRI CTLY LEGALLY SPEAKI NG -- | THI NK TH S WAS PART
OF THE ONE- SHEET EXPLANATI ON, | THI NK, THAT WAS AN
ATTACHVENT TO THE MEETI NG A COUPLE MONTHS AGO.
STRI CTLY SPEAKI NG, |IF THE BOARD DOESN T SET A
RATE, THAT COWPLI ANCE OPTION | S NOT AVAI LABLE FOR
MANUFACTURERS BECAUSE THE WAY THE STATUTE | S SET
UP, IF THE BOARD SETS A RATE AT 25 PERCENT OR
ABOVE, THAT'S A METHOD FOR COWPLYI NG W TH THE
REQUI REMENTS. | F THE BOARD HASN T SET A RATE,
THAT -- STRICTLY LEGALLY SPEAKI NG, THAT OPTION IS
NOT THERE. BUT THE SAME ANALYSIS IN TERMS OF THE
BOARD ENFORCI NG AND EXERCI SI NG | TS DI SCRETI ON
WOULD BE PRESENT.

MEMBER FRAZEE: AND STATUTE REQUI RES THAT
THE RATE BE ESTABLI SHED I N ' 95 AND SUBSEQUENT
YEARS ANNUALLY.

MR, BLOCK: THAT'S CORRECT.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: | WOULD LI KE TO PO NT

MEMBER GOTCH: | N THE SAME VEIN, MR BLOCK,
WTH -- ALL RIGHT. SO THEN | F WE WERE TO ACCEPT,
SAY, OPTION 1 WHERE THE MEDI AN | S AT 24.7, WE HAVE
SOVE ABOVE AND SOME BELOW WHEN YOU ARE TALKI NG

ABOUT EXERCI SI NG THE OPTI ON OF ENFORCEMENT OR NOT,
THEN WE ALSO HAVE THE ABILITY, | WOULD ASSUME, TO
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EXERCI SE ENFORCEMENT BECAUSE WE HAVE SOVE THAT | S
FALLI NG BELOW THE 25 PERCENT. I N FACT, THE MEDI AN
| S FALLI NG BELOW THE 25 PERCENT.
MR. BLOCK: AND LET ME JUST ANSWER THI S

VERY CAREFULLY BECAUSE | WANT TO MAKE SURE | SAY
THI S THE CORRECT WAY. |'M USI NG THE PHRASE
"STRI CTLY LEGALLY SPEAKI NG' VERY PURPOSELY.

STRI CTLY SPEAKI NG, |F THE BOARD | S
ADOPTI NG A RATE BELOW 25 PERCENT, | T DOES HAVE THE
OPTI ON OF TAKI NG ENFORCEMENT ACTI ON.

| THI NK ONE OF THE | SSUES THAT WAS
ALLUDED TO I N THE MATERI ALS FOR THE JULY MEETI NG
WAS THAT FROM A -- WHI LE THE LEGAL OFFI CE MAY
| NDI CATE THAT YOU WOULDN' T BE PRECLUDED FROM
TAKI NG THAT ACTION, |IF YOU ARE DEALI NG WTH A
SI TUATI ON WHERE YOU HAVE A RATE THAT | S SUSPECT

BEST, AND IT'S CLOSE TO THE 25 PERCENT, |F YOU
WERE ASKI NG THE LEGAL OFFI CE' S RECOMMENDATI ON,

WOULD RECOMMEND AGAI NST TAKI NG THAT ENFORCEMENT
OPTION, BUT IT IS WTH N THE BOARD S DI SCRETI ON

DO SO.
AND THE REASON THAT | PHRASE | T
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SOVE SENSE THE BURDEN OF PROVI NG, | N FACT, THAT
THE RATE WAS BELOW 25 PERCENT, AND AS HAS BEEN

| NDI CATED | N ALL THE DI SCUSSI ONS WE' VE HAD HERE,
WE HAVE SOME DI FFI CULTY JUST I N THI S CONTEXT

FAI RLY CLEARLY SAYlI NG THAT THE RATE |'S BELOW 25
PERCENT. AND SO THAT DI FFI CULTY IS MAGNI FI ED | F
YOU ARE I N THE CONTEXT OF AN ENFORCEMENT ACTI ON.
BUT STRI CTLY SPEAKI NG, WE CAN T RULE OUT THAT THAT
OPTION IS THERE. THE OPTION I S THERE.

MEMBER GOTCH: THANK YOU.

MR. CHANDLER: | THI NK My RECOLLECTI ON OF
COLLEGE STATI STICS REM NDS ME THAT WHEN WE HAVE A
RANGE, TO USE YOUR EXAMPLE, Ms. GOTCH, OF 23.3
PERCENT TO 25.9 PERCENT, THAT WHAT WE' RE SAYING | S
THAT WE HAVE A CONFI DENCE OF 90 PERCENT ASSURETY
THAT THE NUMBER FALLS W THI N THAT RANGE, AND THAT
YOU HAVE 90- PERCENT CONFI DENCE THAT THE NUMBER | S
25.9, AND YOU HAVE 90- PERCENT CONFI DENCE THAT THE
NUMBER | S 23.3 AT ANY PO NT | N BETWEEN. AND THAT
WE' RE NOT SI MPLY SAYI NG THAT THE CONFI DENCE LEVEL
JUMPS TO 95 PERCENT BY PICKI NG A M DPO NT I N THAT
RANGE OR ANYTHI NG HI GHER.

THERE' S THE SAME LEVEL OF CONFI DENCE

THAT YOU ARE APPLYI NG TO THAT RANGE, THAT THE
NUMBER FALLS SOMVEWHERE | N THERE. THAT'S THE
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CONFI DENCE | NTERVAL THAT WE' RE DESCRI Bl NG FOR EACH
ONE OF THESE OPTIONS, AND | THINK THE | MPORT YOU
SHOULD Gl VE TO THAT RANGE, |F YOU WLL, AND THE
CONFI DENCE STATI STI CAL NUMBER AROUND | T.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: SO THERE' S ESSENTI ALLY
AN EQUAL CHANCE I T COULD BE ANY NUMBER | N BETWEEN
THOSE TWO.

MR. CHANDLER: CORRECT. THAT GETS TO WHY
LEGAL | S RECOMMENDI NG THAT IF YOU LOOK AT THI S
RANGE OR ANY ONE OF THESE, THAT TO THEN EMBARK ON
AN ENFORCEMENT STRATEGY BECAUSE YOU SOVEHOW
PERHAPS BELI EVE THAT IT'S MORE LI KELY THAT IT'S
BELOW 25 PERCENT COULD PUT THE BOARD I N THE
POSI TI ON OF HAVI NG TO DEFEND WHY | T BELI EVES THE
CONFI DENCE LEVEL |I'S GREATER ON ONE SI DE OF THE
LI NE THAN THE OTHER, AND THAT M GHT BE A STRATEGY
THAT YOU WOULD HAVE TO THI NK VERY CAREFULLY ABOUT
BEFORE WE PURSUE THAT.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO:  OKAY. THAT ANSWER THE
QUESTI ONS?

" VE ONLY GOI' TWO REQUESTS, AND | KNOW

THERE' S MORE PEOPLE HERE THAT WANT TO TALK THAN
THESE TWO, BUT |'LL GO AHEAD AND CALL ON THEM

REM ND EVERYBODY ABOUT THE FORMS I N THE BACK
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1 FIRST, 1'D LIKE TO CALL ON W LLI AM

2 O GRADY REPRESENTI NG TALCO PLASTI CS.

3 MR. O GRADY: THANKS VERY MUCH FOR THE

4 OPPORTUNI TY.  BASI CALLY WHAT |'M HERE TO DO | S

5 MAYBE REI TERATE TALCO S POSI TI ON AND JOHN SHEDD' S
6 POSI TI ON AND MY OWN POSI TI ON ON THE STUDY AND THE
7 CALCULATI ON FOR THE 1995 RATE.

8 I THINK I N THE OVERALL CONCLUSI ONS

9 REACHED ON THI' S, | GUESS, |IN THE SEPTEMBER 25TH

10 MEETI NG | N FRONT OF THE FULL BOARD SHOULD

11 REALLY -- WE SHOULD BE LOOKI NG AT ALL THI' S

12 | NFORMATI ON | N ORDER TO OBTAI N A BETTER | DEA OF
13 HOW WE' RE GO NG TO ACT FOR THE 1996 RATE OR WHAT' S
14 GO NG TO BE ESTABLI SHED AS A METHODOLOGY OR
15 BENCHVARK FOR 1996.
16 I THINK I TS OQUR POSI TION OR TALCO S
17 POSI TI ON TODAY AND MAYBE THE POSI TI ON OF MANY
18 OTHERS THAT WE FEEL THAT THE STAFF NEEDS TO
19 CONTI NUE TO BECOVE KNOW.EDGEABLE AND | NDEPENDENT
20 | N REGARDS TO THE | SSUES CONCERNI NG RPPC. | T'S UP
21 TO THE STAFF REALLY TO COVE UP W TH AN APPROPRI ATE
22 MUTUALLY ACCEPTABLE METHODOLOGY FOR 1996, AND WE
23 FEEL I'T HAS TO BE SOVEWHAT | N SHARP CONTRAST TO
24 THE EXI STI NG CASCADI A METHODOLOGY.
25 VWHAT W TH THE RECENT DEVELOPMENTS
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REGARDI NG 1155, | ALSO WOULD THI NK THAT WE MJST
MAYBE REVI SIT THE DEFI NI TI ON OF WHAT RPPC IS AND
NEEDS TO BE REVI EWED SO THAT WE ARE CERTAI N THAT
WE ARE CONSI STENT W TH THE | NTENT OF THE LAW

| T M GHT BE ADVANTAGEQUS THAT, IN
LIGHT OF THI'S DI SCUSSI ON, | F STAFF AND BOARD CAN
TRULY DETERM NE THE 1996 METHOD FOR CALCULATI ON
NOW WE SHOULD MAYBE TRY TO APPLY THAT TO THE 1995
RATE | NSTEAD OF JUMPI NG TO THE 1995 RATE WHEN
THERE' S SUCH DI SPARI TY BETWEEN, LET'S SAY, A
NATI ONAL SALES RATE AND THE CASCADI A RATE AND EVEN
THE OREGON RATE.

SO IT'S OQUR SUGGESTI ON OR OUR CONCERN
THAT STAFF REALLY TAKE A MJUCH MORE | NDEPENDENT
POSI TI ON HERE AND TRY TO ESTABLI SH A METHODOLOGY
THAT WLL IN THEIR EYES, IN QUR EYES, AND THE REST
OF I NDUSTRI ES' EYES G VE A REAL TRUE PI CTURE OF
WHAT' S HAPPENI NG HERE | N CALI FORNI A.

"M GO NG TO ASK GARY DE LAURENTIIS TO
SPEAK ON BEHALF OF JOAN EDWARDS, WHO COULDN T
ATTEND TODAY, BUT JOAN DOES SHARE THE SAME
CONCERNS. AND SHE HAS JUST COVE BACK FROM
ASSOCI ATI ON OF OREGON RECYCLERS. AND JUST AS A

PO NT OF REFERENCE, IF | MAY, |IT'S OF GRAVE
CONCERN TO THE OREGON RECYCLERS OVER THE PAST FEW
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STAFF.
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19

THE

20

21

22
EVEN
23

MONTHS THAT THE RECYCLI NG RATED I N OREGON HAS
DROPPED DRAMATI CALLY AND THAT THE PET SI TUATION | S
CRI'TI CAL NOT' ONLY I N OREGON, BUT AS WELL IN
CAL| FORNI A.

THANKS VERY MUCH FOR THE OPPORTUNI TY.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: THANK YOU. THE OTHER
SPEAKER WHO HAS SUBM TTED A FORM | S GARY DE
LAURENTI I'S, REPRESENTI NG RECYCLI NG BY NATURE.

MR. DE LAURENTIIS: GOOD MORNI NG |'M
ACTUALLY READI NG THI S FOR JOAN EDWARDS AS BI LL
SAID. HER COMMENTS: |'VE READ THE DRAFT REPORT
DOCUMENT FAX' D TO | NTERESTED PARTIES I N LATE
AUGUST AND APPRECI ATE THE SUBSTANTI AL AMOUNT OF
WORK THAT STAFF HAS UNDERTAKEN | N THE SHORT TI ME
PERI OD ON THI S | SSUE.

| DI D HAVE SOME COMMENTS ON THE
MATERI AL, HOWEVER, VWH CH WERE SENT BACK TO

THOSE COMVENTS ARE STILL RELEVANT TO THE FI NAL
REPORT, AND | WOULD LI KE TO BRI EFLY REI TERATE

PO NTS MADE I N MY LETTER TO STAFF, ESPECI ALLY

REGARDI NG | NCI NERATI ON OF PLASTI C COUNTI NG AS

DI SPOSAL AND WHAT THAT DOES TO THE NUMERATOR

W TH THE APC S NUMBERS.
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TO WARRANT A DECI SI ON THAT THE DI VERSI ON RATE | S
BELOW 25 PERCENT EVEN W THOUT THE BENCHMARK
COVPARI SON EVALUATI ON. WHATEVER DECI SI ON - -
WHATEVER YOUR DECI SI ON HERE TODAY AND AT THE NEXT
BOARD MEETI NG, | HOPE TWO LESSONS HAVE BEEN
LEARNED. G VEN THE APPEARANCES OF CONTROL BY A
REGULATED | NDUSTRY OVER A COWPLI ANCE REVI EW
PROCESS, IT | S | NAPPROPRI ATE AND W LL ALWAYS CAST
A CLOUD OVER THE BOARD S DECI SI ON.
SECOND, MARKET DEVELOPMENT STAFF MJUST
TAKE A MORE PRODUCTI VE STANCE AND BECOMVE
SUFFI Cl ENTLY EXPERT ON | NDUSTRY TRENDS AND DATA
THAT | T CAN OFFER | NDEPENDENT ASSESSMENTS ON THE
MANY | SSUES WHI CH COME BEFORE YOU.
THANK YOU VERY MJCH.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: THANK YOU. MARK MURRAY
REPRESENTI NG CALI FORNI ANS AGAI NST WASTE.

MR, MURRAY: MR, CHAI RMAN, MEMBERS, MARK
MURRAY OF CALI FORNI ANS AGAI NST WASTE. AND
APPRECI ATE THE TI ME THAT THE BOARD AND THE STAFF
HAVE PUT I NTO THI S | SSUE. FRANKLY, FOR THE LAST
SEVERAL MONTHS, |'VE BEEN VERY FOCUSED ON THE
NUMBER AS OPPOSED TO A RANGE. AND | THI NK THAT,

FRANKLY, THE STAFF'S DI LI GENCE I N TERMS OF TRYI NG
TO W NNOW DOWN THAT NUMBER | S, FRANKLY, UNDER THE
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Cl RCUMSTANCES, TO BE APPLAUDED.

| THI NK THAT STAFF HAS DONE, G VEN THE
FACT THAT THERE' S BEEN COVPETI NG | NTERESTS ON BOTH
SIDES, DONE A REAL GOOD JOB OF TRYI NG TO COVE UP
WTH A GOOD NUMBER. UNFORTUNATELY, | THI NK THAT
AS WAS JUST YOUR DI SCUSSI ON EARLI ER, THAT |' M NOT
SURE THAT THERE'S A GREAT DEAL OF CONFI DENCE | N
ANY NUMBER OR ANY RANGE OF NUMBERS AT THI S TI ME.
AND WHI LE I T APPEARS THAT THE BEST- CASE SCENARI O
RI GHT NOW IS THAT THE RECYCLI NG RATE IS SOVEWHAT
BELOW 25 PERCENT, BASED ON A RECOGNI TI ON THAT
EXPORTED WASTE AND | NCI NERATED WASTE 1S, | N FACT,
DI SPOSAL, THAT ONE COULD MAKE THE CASE THAT IT'S
TI ME FOR THE BOARD TO START ENFORCI NG THE LAW
RECOGNI ZE THAT A LESS THAN 25- PERCENT RATE HAS
BEEN ACHI EVED, AND BEG N ENFORCEMENT OF THE LAW

HOWNEVER, WHERE WE STAND W TH THE LAW
I N TERMS OF LEG SLATIVE ACTION, IT SEEMS TO ME
THAT THAT M GHT NOT BE THE MOST PRODUCTI VE ACTI ON
AT THIS TIME. AND | GUESS | WOULD ENCOURAGE THE
BOARD CLEARLY THI S LAW AND THE ABI LI TY TO ENFORCE
THI'S LAW WAS | NTENDED TO BE A MOTI VATOR TO
MOTI VATE THE DEVELOPMENT OF MARKETS FOR RECYCLED

PLASTIC. AND I T APPEARS THAT THE LEQ SLATURE HAS
VOTED TO TAKE THAT TOOL AWAY. AND SO IT SEEMS TO
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ME THAT THE BOARD S CHALLENGE NOW I S EVEN GREATER
THAN I'T WAS I N TERM5 OF TRYI NG TO WORK TO DEVELCP
MARKETS AND | NCREASE THE RECYCLI NG FOR PLASTI C
CONTAI NERS.
SO UNFORTUNATELY I WSH I COULD SAY

THAT THE PATH IS CLEAR, A 25- PERCENT RECYCLI NG
RATE FAI LED TO BE ACH EVED, AND THE BOARD SHOULD
GO FORWARD AND ENFORCE THE LAW BUT UNFORTUNATELY
| CAN'T SAY THAT I T'S CLEAR. | DON T KNOW THAT
THE BOARD CAN CONFI DENTLY SAY AND DEFEND THE FACT
THAT A 25- PERCENT RATE HASN T BEEN ACHI EVED. AND,
THEREFORE, | THI NK THAT THE BOARD WOULD BE BEST
SERVED BY FOCUSI NG | TS ENERGY AND RESOURCES | N
ACTUALLY WORKI NG TO DEVELOP MARKETS FOR RECYCLED
PLASTI CS AND PROMOTI NG THE RECYCLE OF PLASTICS I N
A WORLD WHERE W\E MAY -- | T'S VERY LI KELY THAT WE
WON' T HAVE A RI G D PLASTI C CONTAI NER RECYCLI NG LAW
FOR MOST OF THE PLASTI C CONTAI NERS OUT THERE.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: AT LEAST UNTI L THE
PUBLI C FI GURES OUT WHAT HAPPENED AND GETS REALLY
ANGRY ABOUT | T.

MR, MURRAY: VELL, | THI NK THAT, I N FACT,
IS A POGSSIBILITY. | TH NK THAT THE CHALLENGE FOR

ALL OF US IS GO NG TO BE, FRANKLY, TO KEEP
MUNI CI PALI TI ES AND TO KEEP PRI VATE CURBSI DE
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1 RECYCLI NG PROVI DERS | NTERESTED | N PLASTI C
2 CONTAI NER RECYCLI NG.
3 CHAI RMAN CHESBRO:  YEAH. | THI NK THAT - -
4 " M SORRY TO KEEP | NTERRUPTI NG, MARK, BUT | THI NK
5 THAT IN TURN WLL TRI GGER SOVE OF THE PUBLIC
6 REACTI ON | ' M TALKI NG ABOUT BECAUSE | THI NK THE
7 PUBLI C HAS HAD THE | MPRESSI ON BECAUSE HAULERS AND
8 LOCAL GOVERNMENTS HAVE WORKED SO HARD TO PROVI DE
9 COLLECTI ON, THAT PLASTI C RECYCLI NG WAS DEVELOPI NG
10 AND WHEN THAT SERVI CE BEG NS TO GO
11 AVAY, THEY' LL BEG N TO ASK QUESTI ONS AND SAY,
12 "WELL, WE THOUGHT THAT PLASTI C RECYCLI NG WAS
13 EXPANDI NG AND BECOM NG MORE AVAI LABLE. " AND |
14 THI NK THEN THE BACKLASH W LL BEG N TO SET I'N, AND
15 THE | NDUSTRY W LL BEG N TO REALI ZE THAT RATHER
16 THAN WORKI NG WTH TH S LAW AND THI S PROGRAM TO
17 MAKE SOVETHI NG MEANI NGFUL HAPPEN, THAT THEY' VE
18 RESI STED I T AND THAT THEY' RE GO NG TO PAY A PRI CE
19 FOR THAT EVENTUALLY.
20 MR. MURRAY: |'M AFRAI D YOU ARE CORRECT.
21 "M AFRAI D THAT THI S I'S GO NG TO BE A SETBACK.
22 FRANKLY, I TS NOT JUST TH S MEASURE. | MEAN
23 THERE' S OTHER EVI DENCE THAT THE PLASTI CS
| NDUSTRY

24

I S REMOVI NG THEI R SUPPORT FOR PLASTI CS
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1 PLASTI CS RECYCLING. AND SO IT'S GO NG TO BE,

2 FRANKLY, THE CHALLENGE OF RECYCLI NG ADVOCACY

3 GROUPS, NONPROFI T ORGANI ZATI ONS, AND THE BOARD TO
4 TRY AND KEEP SOVE LEVEL OF HOPE ALI VE FOR PLASTIC
5 RECYCLI NG.

6 AND OUR TASK |I'S GO NG TO BE MADE THAT
7 MJUCH MORE DI FFI CULT, WHICH I S WHY MY RECOMMEN-

8 DATI ON, MY ADVI CE TO THE BOARD | S RATHER THAN

9 PURSUE THI S NUMBER CRUNCHI NG DEBATE FURTHER FOR
10 1995, RATHER THAN ATTEMPT TO ENFORCE THE LAW

11 VWHI LE RECOGNI ZI NG THAT A 25- PERCENT RATE HAS NOT
12 BEEN ACHI EVED, THAT OUR MUTUAL RESOURCES WOULD BE
13 BETTER SPENT TRYI NG TO KEEP SOVE HOPE OF PLASTI CS
14 RECYCLI NG ALI VE.  THANKS.

15 CHAl RMVAN CHESBRO: THANKS. OKAY. NEXT |I'D
16 LI KE TO CALL ON RON PERKI NS REPRESENTI NG APC.

17 MR. PERKINS: THANK YOU. | APPRECI ATE THE
18 OPPORTUNI TY TO MAKE WHAT | HOPE W LL JUST BE A FEW
19 BRI EF COMMENTS FOLLOW NG THE LEAD OF OTHERS HERE
20 TODAY.
21 STAFF HAS -- THE CI WB STAFF HAS
22 CONDUCTED AN | NDEPENDENT ANALYSI S OF THE USE OF
23 NATI ONAL RESI N SALES AS A BENCHMARK OF THE 1995
24 RECYCLI NG RATE AND DETERM NED THAT THI S DATA
25 CANNOT BE ADEQUATELY USED FOR THI S PURPOSE. THE
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APC HAS CONSI| STENTLY HELD THI S PGSI TI ON.

FURTHER, AT THE SAME MEETI NG I N UKI AH,
STAFF WERE DI RECTED TO ADDRESS ALL | SSUES RAI SED
BY THE RRAC AND | NTERESTED PUBLIC. |IN THE
JUDGVENT OF APC, STAFF HAS FULLY RESPONDED TO THE
| SSUES RAI SED, AND APC CONCURS I N THE RESPONSES OF
THE STAFF.

| WOULD JUST MAKE A COUPLE COMMENTS I N
RESPONSE TO A COUPLE OF THE | TEMS THAT WERE JUST
PRESENTED TO YOU. ONE BY MR, O GRADY. | ATTENDED
THE SAME AOR, ASSCCI ATI ON OF OREGON RECYCLERS,
CONFERENCE | N SEASI DE LAST WEEKEND, WHI CH | HAVE
DONE FOR THE PAST TEN YEARS AND KNOW MOST OF THE
PEOPLE WHO ARE THERE | N OREGON.

| WAS SURPRI SED TO HEAR THE STATEMENT
THAT THE PLASTI CS RECYCLI NG RATE HAS | NCREASED
BECAUSE -- HAS DECREASED. JUST TWO DAYS BEFCRE
THE CONFERENCE, PAT VERNON, WHO | THI NK MANY OF
YOU KNOW W TH THE DEQ CALLED ME TO LET ME KNOW
THAT BECAUSE I T IS QUI TE EVI DENT THAT THE PLASTI CS
RECYCLI NG RATE IS | NCREASI NG | N OREGON, AND HAVI NG
MET THE RATE BY A SUBSTANTI AL MARGI N I N THE
PREVI OQUS TWO YEARS, | T WAS THE DEQ S | NTENTI ON

THI'S YEAR NOT TO DEVOTE RESOURCE TO DO NG, AS MARK
CALLED I'T, NUMBER CRUNCHI NG, BUT TO DO BASI CALLY A
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SUBJECTI VE, QUALI TATI VE ANALYSI S TO JUST ENSURE
THE PUBLI C THAT, YES, | NDEED PLASTI CS RECYCLI NG I S
| NCREASI NG, AND I T IS EXPECTED TO | NCREASE MORE.

| WOULD JUST BRI NG TO YOUR ATTENTI ON,
I N SUPPORT OF THE EFFORTS OF WHAT THE APC AND
OTHERS ARE DO NG, I N OREGON THEY' RE USI NG THE
PLASTI CS RECOVERY FACI LI TY THAT YOU ARE AWARE OF
I N SALEM TO | NVESTI GATE THE PCSSI BI LI TY OF
SEPARATI NG OQUT THE REST OF THE RI G D PLASTIC
CONTAI NERS HERE I N CALI FORNI A AS WELL AS IN
OREGON. PLASTI CS RECYCLI NG HAS BEEN PRETTY MJUCH
LIMTED TO BOTTLES. AND WE ARE HAVI NG ONGO NG
EFFORTS TESTI NG OUT TECHNOLOGY AND MARKETS FOR
THOSE.

SO THE FACTS I N OREGON ARE THAT THE
PLASTI CS RECYCLI NG RATE | S | NCREASI NG.  YOU W LL
SEE THE NEW RATE THAT COMES OUT | NCREASI NG, AND
THE EFFORTS OF THE | NDUSTRY ARE | NCREASI NG AS
VELL.

MY LAST COMMENT, AGAI N ON OREQON
BECAUSE | KNOW JOHN SHEDD HAS BROUGHT I T UP
SEVERAL TI MES AND MR. O GRADY DI D AS WELL, A
REFERENCE TO | F YOU USE THE OREGON NUMBERS, YQOU

WOULD COMVE OUT WTH | THI NK THE NUMBER THAT JOHN
HAS SHOWN I N THE PAST WERE APPROXI MATELY 20
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PERCENT, THERE WERE TWO FLAWS | N THAT ANALYSI S.
ONE WAS MR, SHEDD USED THE 1996 NUMBERS FOR OREGON
AND TRI ED TO USE THEM FOR THE 1995 I N CALI FORNI A
AND MADE A COVPARI SON ASSUM NG THAT OREGON RPC' S
WERE THE SAME AS CALI FORNIA RPPC'S.  AND I N
CALI FORNI A RPPC' S DO NOT | NCLUDE AS EXTENSI VE A
UNI VERSE.
THE BOTTOM LINE IS THAT THE GENERATI ON

NUMBER THAT MR. SHEDD CAME UP WTH OF -- | THI NK
HE HAD 350, 000 TONS IS REALLY ONLY ABOUT 320, 000
TONS. AND | F YOU USE THE ANALYSI S AS PROPOSED BY
MR. SHEDD, |IT WOULD SAY THAT THE CALI FORNI A RATE
1S 24.4. SO WTH THAT, | DON' T HAVE ANY MORE
COMMENTS, AND |'D BE HAPPY TO RESPOND TO ANY
QUESTI ONS THAT ANY OF YOU MAY HAVE.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO:  ANY QUESTI ONS AT THI' S
PO NT? NO. THANK YOU VERY MUCH. NEXT |'D LIKE
TO CALL ON MR. SCOTT REPRESENTI NG CASCADI A
CONSULTI NG.

MR. SCOTT: MR CHAI RVAN, MEMBERS OF THE
COW TTEE, THANKS FOR THE OPPORTUNI TY TO AGAI N
ADDRESS YOU ON THE TOPI C OF RPPC RECYCLI NG I N
CALI FORNIA. I T'S CHARLIE SCOTT. |I'MWTH

CASCADI A CONSULTI NG GROUP.
FIRST OF ALL, |'D LI KE TO COWVPLI MENT
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THE STAFF ON, | THI NK, A FINE ANALYSI S AND A GOCD
PROCESS THAT HAS BEEN UNDERTAKEN HERE TO LOOK AT
ALL THE | SSUES AND PROVI DE A FAI R, OBJECTI VE
ASSESSMENT. | THI NK YOU GUYS DID A GOOD JOB.

WHAT |'D LIKE TO DO, W THOUT GO NG
BACK OVER ALL THE NUTS AND BOLTS AND DETAILS OF
OUR APPROACH THOUGH, IS JUST | MPRESS UPON YOU THAT
OUR APPROACH TO THE SAMPLI NG TO THE DESI GN WAS
STATI STI CALLY VALI D, THAT WE RI GOROUSLY EXECUTED
THE METHODCOLOGY | N THE FI ELD AS OBSERVED BY STAFF,
AND THAT THE RESULTS YOU ENDED UP W TH ARE
EXTREMELY PRECI SE AND, | N FACT, DO BENCHVARK W TH
THE DATA THAT WE HAVE AVAI LABLE FOR BENCHMARKI NG
PURPGOSES.

| WANT TO TALK A LI TTLE BI'T ABOUT THE
RESULTS ABOUT THE PERCENTAGES AND SOVE OF THE
BENCHVARKS AND ALSO THE OPTI ONS AND MY ASSESSMENT
OF THOSE OPTIONS, WHICH IS VERY SIM LAR TO THE
STAFF' S ASSESSMENT OF THOSE OPTI ONS. BUT FI RST OF
ALL -- FIRST OF ALL, I'D LIKE TO TALK ABOUT WHY
WASTE STREAM CHARACTERI ZATI ON OR WHY WASTE STREAM
SANVPLI NG.

| F YOU WANT TO KNOW WHAT' S DI SPOSED I N

THE WASTE | N CALI FORNI' A, YOU SHOULD GO TO THE
PO NT OF DI SPOSAL AND MEASURE | T, AND THAT' S
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EXACTLY WHAT WE DI D. SINCE YOU CAN T HOPE TO GET
THE LEVEL OF PRECI SI ON OR ACCURACY RELYI NG ON
SECONDARY DATA, | WOULD BE VERY UNCOMFORTABLE
USI NG RESIN SOLD IN THE U. S. TO PROJECT DI SPOSAL
I N CALI FORNI A.

AND ALSO, THE OTHER THI NG THAT | THI NK
REALLY CONCERNS ME MOST ABOUT THI S APPROACH OR THE
I NSI STENCE ON THE CREDI BI LI TY OF THI S BENCHVARK | S
THAT WE' RE CONSI DERI NG THAT THE NATI ONAL SALES
DATA IS AN ABSOLUTE NUMBER WHEN, IN FACT, IT S
BASED ON SOVEONE ELSE' S SURVEY OF DATA THAT DI DN T
ASK ANY QUESTI ONS ABOUT RPPC S, MJCH LESS RPPC S
I N CALI FORNIA. SO IT'S DI FFI CULT TO EQUATE THE
SECONDARY NATI ONAL DATA THAT DI DN' T EVEN ADDRESS
RPPC'S WTH A RI GOROUS STATI STI CALLY VALI D AND
EXTENSI VE APPROACH TO WASTE STREAM SAMPLI NG.

OTHERS, | M GHT ADD, HAVE ENDORSED
TH'S METHOD. | T WAS RECOMMENDED BY THE WORKI NG
GROUP THAT DEVELOPED THE UNI FORM METHOD FOR
CONDUCTI NG WASTE CHARACTERI ZATI ON STUDI ES | N
CALI FORNI A THAT YOU APPROVED MAY 3D. THAT
METHODOLOGY RECOMMENDS WASTE STREAM SAMPLI NG NOT
USI NG NATI ONAL DATA. IT°'S NOT AN EXPERI MENTAL

DRUG. | T'"S USED BY OTHER CI TI ES, LOCALI Tl ES,
MUNI CI PALI TIES, ALL THE STATES TO DETERM NE
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RECYCLI NG RATES. ENDORSED BY THE U.S. EPA AS A
METHOD OF DETERM NI NG RECYCLI NG RATES.

OREGON HAS USED IT. | THI NK YOU GOT
ENDORSEMENT FROM JERRY POWELL | N OREGON, AND ALSO
THERE' S BEEN MUCH DI SCUSSI ON OF FRANKLI N AND
ASSOCI ATES, AND THEY HAVE ALSO SUBM TTED A LETTER,
VWHI CH SAYS THAT, PARTI CULARLY VWHEN DO NG WASTE
CHARACTERI ZATI ON OR COMPOSI TI ON ESTI MATES AT A
STATE OR LOCAL LEVEL, AND EVEN MORE | MPORTANTLY
WHEN YOU' RE LOOKI NG AT A SMALL COVWMODI TY OR A
FRACTI ON OF THE WASTE STREAM THE STATI STI CALLY
VALI D WASTE COWPOSI TI ON STUDI ES ARE THE WAY TO GO

WTH THAT, |'D LIKE TO TURN TO
RESULTS. AND | ALSO WLL TRY TO RUN THROUGH THI S
RELATI VELY QUI CKLY. BUT YOU RE FAM LI AR W TH THE
RESULTS NOW OF .71 OR PLUS OR M NUS . 05 PERCENTAGE
PO NTS. MR, CHANDLER STATED | T VERY WELL. WHAT
THI'S MEANS IS THAT WE ARE 90 PERCENT SURE THAT THE
TRUE PERCENTAGE OF DI SPOSED RPPC S IS W THI N PLUS
OR M NUS .05 OF ONE PERCENTAGE PO NT. THAT'S
PRETTY GOOD DATA. TOUGH TO ARGUE W TH, WHI CH
MEANS THAT RPPC DI SPOSAL IS BETWEEN .66, .76 OF 1
PERCENT. THI S I'S NOT AN ACCI DENT.

WE CONVI NCED APC TO I NVEST I'N 900
SAMPLES, WHICH IS A LOT OF SAMPLES, SO THAT WE
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1 WOULD GET THI S PRECI SE OF DATA SO THAT WE WEREN T
2 ENDI NG UP W TH A STUDY THAT SAI D THE RECYCLI NG
3 RATE WAS SOVEVHERE BETWEEN 18 AND 32 PERCENT,
4 WH CH WOULD BE PRACTI CALLY USELESS. WE PROBABLY
5 WOULD HAVE ALL GUESSED | T WAS THERE SOVEWHERE.
6 AT ANY RATE, PRECI SE RESULTS AND THE
7 RESULTS HAPPEN TO BENCHMARK QUI TE WELL W TH THE
8 ONE NUMBER THAT WE SEEM TO HAVE | N CALI FORNI A,
9 WH CH IS, FOR TO BE A RELI ABLE NUMBER, THAT'S THE
10 DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATI ON ESTI MATE OF CRV - -
11 MR. CHANDLER: MR. SCOIT, COULD YOU FOCUS
12 THAT I N SO WE CAN SEE A LITTLE BETTER ON THE - -
13 WHEN | SAY FOCUS | T, PULL THE ZOOM OR WHATEVER W\E
14 CALL THAT SO THAT WE CAN SEE I T ON OQUR MONI TORS A
15 LI TTLE BETTER
16 MR, SCOTT: | M GHT ADD THAT | HAVE JOAN
17 EDWARDS TO THANK FOR HAVI NG THI S BENCHVARK
18 AVAI LABLE BECAUSE WHEN WE WENT THROUGH THE RRAC
19 WORKI NG GROUP PROCESS, SHE SUGGESTED OR, MORE
20 CORRECTLY, PROBABLY | NSI STED THAT WE | NCLUDE
21 PET -- EVEN THOUGH WE KNEW THAT WE HAD THAT
NUMBER
22 AVAI LABLE, THAT WE | NCLUDE PET BOTH I N THE
WASTE

23 COVPOSI TI ON STUDY AND ALSO | N THE NUMERATOR AND
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24 DEVELOP A RECYCLI NG RATE FOR I T SO THAT, IN
FACT,

25 VE WOULD HAVE A BENCHVARK VWHEN WE WERE COVPLETE
TO
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SEE HOW WELL WE DI D.

AS YOU CAN SEE, |F YOU COMPARE THE
DOC, DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATI ON, NUMBER OF 51. 4
W TH OUR 55 TO 56, 000 TONS, DEPENDI NG UPON WHI CH
OF THE THREE OPTI ONS YOU CHOOSE TO SELECT, THAT
NUMBER | S FAIRLY CLOSE. | F ANYTHI NG, WE OVER-
ESTI MATED THE AMOUNT OF PET WHICH I S DI SPOSED. BY
COVPARI SON OR BY CONTRAST, USI NG NATI ONAL RESI N
SALES DATA, WHICH WoULD Gl VE YOU 89, 000, ALMOST
90, 000 TONS, CONSI DERABLY MORE THAN THE 51, 000
VWH CH THE DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATI ON CONTENDS | S
GENERATED W THI N THE STATE OF WASHI NGTON -- | MEAN
W THI N THE STATE OF CALI FORNI A AND VWHI CH MOST
FOLKS AGREE W TH.

ONE OTHER | NTERESTI NG BENCHMARK | S
LOOKI NG AT THE STATE OF OREGON. WE SEEM TO MAKE
LOTS OF COVWPARI SONS W TH THE STATE OF OREGON, AND
| THINK ONE OF THE BEST ONES | S TO LOOK AT THE
RESULTS OF WASTE SAMPLI NG AND RECYCLI NG SURVEY
SIDE BY SI DE W TH NATI ONAL RESI N SALES DATA TO
DETERM NE A RATI O OR THE PERCENT OF WHAT' S
ACTUALLY MEASURED TO THE AMOUNT THAT I T WOULD BE
ALLOCATED TO THE STATE WHEN YOU PRORATE BASED ON

POPULATI ON.
VWHAT YOU FIND IS I N OREGON THE WASTE
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SAVPLI NG THERE AND THE RECYCLI NG SURVEY CONDUCTED
BY THE STATE CAME UP W TH 31,300 TONS. [|F YOU
PRORATED NATI ONAL SALES, YOU GET 44,000 TONS FOR A
RATI O OF 70 PERCENT, WHI CH SAYS THAT I F YQU
ACTUALLY GO OUT AND MEASURE WHAT' S RECYCLED AND
WHAT' S DI SPOSED, THE RELATI ON TO NATI ONAL SALES
DATA IS THAT YOU ACTUALLY HAVE GENERATED W THI N
THE STATE 70 PERCENT OF WHAT NATI ONAL SALES DATA
WOULD TELL YOU THAT WAS PRORATED THERE BASED ON
POPULATI ON.

SO WE HAVE THE BEG NNI NG OF A
RELATI ONSHI P BETWEEN WHAT' S ACTUALLY DI SPOSED AND
RECYCLED AND NATI ONAL SALES DATA BEI NG PRORATED.
WHAT' S | NTERESTI NG | S THAT THAT WAS THE ONLY Pl ECE
OF DATA LI KE THAT THAT I'M AWARE OF I N THE
COUNTRY, BUT WHAT' S MORE | NTERESTI NG | S WHEN WE
TOOK THE RESULTS OF THE CALI FORNI A STUDY, COWPARED
WASTE SAMPLI NG TO NATI ONAL RESI N SALES DATA, W\E
COME UP WTH A RATI O THAT' S VERY SI M LAR, 75
PERCENT. AGAIN, VERY CLOSE TO THE RELATI ONSH P V\E
FOUND I N OREGON BETWEEN WHAT' S ACTUALLY RECYCLED
AND DI SPOSED AND WHAT WE FI ND BY USI NG NATI ONAL
DATA AND PRORATI NG | T BASED ON POPULATI ON.

WHAT THI' S TELLS ME IS WE'RE | N THE
BALLPARK. |'M COVFORTABLE. AND FOR SURE THE
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RECYCLI NG RATE |I'S NOT 75 PERCENT OR 15 PERCENT.

CHAl RMVAN CHESBRO  HOWNEVER, |F YOU FI GURE
THAT | T'S APPROXI MATELY, YOU KNOW A THIRD TO A
QUARTER HI GHER, YOU KNOW YOU ARE STILL -- THERE' S
STILL A QUESTI ON OF WHETHER OR NOT I T WOULD AFTER
BEI NG ADJUSTED BRI NG I N 25 PERCENT. THAT'S BEEN
THE | SSUE. AFTER YOU ADJUSTED THE NATI ONAL NUMBER
BASED ON, LET'S SAY, ON THI S RATI O - -

MR, SCOTT: | F YOU GET THE DEFI NI TI ONS
STRAI GHT, YOU RE LOOKI NG AT NATI ONAL DATA THAT' S
CLOSER TO 20 PERCENT. AND YOU ADJUST I T BASED ON
A THI RD, YOU RE OVER 25 PERCENT. SO | WOULD
CONTEND | F YOU TOOK NATI ONAL DATA AND CORRECTLY
ADJUSTED AND ALLOCATED I T, YOU D END UP WTH A
RECYCLI NG RATE GREATER THAN 25 PERCENT.

SO THE LAST SLIDE ARE THE RECYCLI NG

RATE RANGES. AGAIN, WE DID A SIM LAR EXERCI SE
THAT WAS UNDERTAKEN BY STAFF. WE TOOK THE
DI SPOSAL, APPLI ED OUR CONFI DENCE | NTERVALS, CAME
UP WTH A RANGE OF DI SPOSAL UNDER EACH OF THE
THREE OPTI ONS, AND THEN CALCULATED A RECYCLI NG
RATE. AND THERE' S REALLY THREE CONCLUSI ONS HERE.
NONE OF THE NUMBERS ARE STATI STI CALLY DI FFERENT

BECAUSE WE HAVE THE OVERLAPPI NG CONFI DENCE
| NTERVALS. 25 PERCENT |'S I NCLUDED I N ALL THOSE
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OPTIONS. AND I'M -- FINALLY, WE SI MPLY CANNOT SAY
THAT A 25- PERCENT RATE HAS NOT BEEN MET.
THAT CONCLUDES MY REMARKS. BE HAPPY

FOR ANY DI SCUSSI ON, ADDRESS ANY QUESTI ONS.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO:  ANY QUESTI ONS? THANK
YQU.

MR, SCOTT: THANK YOU AGAI N.

MEMBER FRAZEE: THAT'S --

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: THAT' S ALL THE SPEAKERS
THAT WE HAVE REQUESTS FROM AND | HAVE SOVE
COMMENTS | WOULD LI KE TO MAKE.

MEMBER GOTCH: COULD I ASK A QUESTI ON OF
STAFF BEFORE YOU DO THAT IF | MAY? |IN ADM N
COW TTEE ON TUESDAY, WE HAD AN AGENDA | TEM THAT
WAS THE UPDATE OF THE STATUS OF THE OUT- OF- STATE
WASTE EXPORT. AND THE NUMBER I N THERE -- AND WHAT
"M DA NG IS COWPARING | T TO THE FI NDI NGS, BI LL.

MR, HUSTON:. WE HAD REDONE THE CALCULATI ON.
VE | NCREASED THE AMOUNT FROM 265, 000 TO 276, 000.
SO THE NUMBER THAT IS I N YOUR HANDOUT | S THE
NUMBER WE USED FOR OUR CALCULATI ON.

MEMBER GOTCH: OKAY. BUT I N THE AGENDA
| TEM FROM ADM N, THE NUMBER | S 406, 400 FOR THE

'95-"96 FISCAL YEAR. IT'S ALITTLE BIT OF A
DI FFERENCE.



Please note: These transcripts are not individually reviewed and approved for
accuracy.

69



Please note: These transcripts are not individually reviewed and approved for

accuracy.

© 00 N oo o B~ wWw N P

N NNN R R R R R R R R R R
W N B O © 0 N O U~ W N Rk O

NN
g b~

MS. TRGOVCI CH:  WE CAN GO BACK AND CHECK
THAT. I T'S MY UNDERSTANDI NG -- AND WE GOI' THESE
FI GURES DI RECTLY FROM THE POLI CY OFFI CE THAT
PREPARED THAT | TEM -- THAT THE DI FFERENCE | N THE
FI GURES MAY BE THE TONNAGE THAT IS BEI NG EXPORTED
WH CH THERE | S NOT A SPECI FI C CONTRACTUAL
RELATIONSHI P, SO I T'S HARD TO TRACK. I T'S HARD TO
TELL WHAT IS ACTUALLY GO NG, AND I T'"S A FLUI D
TONNAGE. | T'S, YOU KNOW DO WE GO OUT OF STATE?
DO WVE GO TO ARI ZONA TODAY? DO WE GO TO ARI ZONA
NEXT MONTH?

WE' LL FOLLOW UP ON THAT, BUT WE

RECEI VED THOSE FI GURES AS HARD FI GURES DI RECTLY
FROM THE POLI CY OFFI CE THAT PREPARED THE | TEM SO
WE ATTEMPTED TO COORDI NATE THE FI GURES.

MEMBER GOTCH: ALL RIGHT. |F YOU GET BACK
ON THAT. THANK YOU.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: |'D LI KE TO PO NT OUT
THAT WHEN THE BOARD DI RECTED, AND WAS NEVER DONE,
| NCI DENTALLY, THAT A BENCHMARK BE CREATED WAS NOT
ON THE ASSUMPTI ON THAT THAT WOULD NECESSARI LY BE
THE BETTER NUMBER. AND SO WE NOW HAVE BEFORE US A
STAFF CRI TI QUE OF THAT NUMBER QUESTI ONI NG WHETHER

| T"S A PERFECT NUMBER. WE' VE HAD APC REPEATEDLY
AT VARI OQUS MEETI NGS AND CASCADI A ATTACK I T AS A
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STRAW DOG AS THOUGH THAT' S BEI NG ADVOCATED AS AN
ALTERNATI VE NUMBER. AND NOBODY HAS EVER ADVOCATED
| T AS AN ALTERNATI VE NUMBER.

WHAT HASN' T BEEN DONE, THAT SHOULD
HAVE BEEN DONE, WAS AN ADEQUATE ANALYSI S TO
ACTUALLY COVE UP W TH AN ADJUSTED NUMBER TO SEE
WHAT KI ND OF A COWARI SON THERE WAS. AND THE
PURPOSE OF A BENCHMARK | S TO TRY TO STRENGTHEN THE
ORI G NAL NUMBER, TO TRY TO HAVE SOMETHI NG TO
COWARE | T TO, SOMVE BASIS TO COWARE | T TGO

AND SO TO ARGUE ABOUT THEM AS
COVPETI NG NUMBERS I N TERMS OF WVHICH | S THE BETTER
NUMBER | DON T THINK I'S WHAT THE | NTENT EVER WAS
AND WHY | PROPOSED TO THE BOARD, AND THE BOARD
AGREED, BUT | T WAS NEVER ACCOWPLI SHED, THAT WE
HAVE A BENCHMARK.

| F THE PLASTI C | NDUSTRY AND THE
| NDUSTRI ES THAT USE PLASTI C CONTAI NERS HAD TAKEN
THE SAME TI ME AND MONEY THAT'S BEEN SPENT I N THE
LEG SLATI VE AND REGULATORY PROCESS TO AVO D HAVI NG
TO DO ANYTHI NG FOR RECYCLI NG, | NSTEAD THEY HAD
WORKED TO | NCREASE THE PLASTI C RECYCLI NG RATE AND
ESTABLI SH MARKETS FOR RECYCLED PLASTI C, WE

WOULDN' T BE SI TTI NG HERE TODAY HAVI NG TO HAVE
THESE RI DI CULOUS DEBATES SIM LAR TO HOW MANY
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1 ANGELS YOU CAN GET ON THE HEAD OF A PIN WHETHER

2 WE' RE AT 25. 2 PERCENT OR WHETHER WE' RE AT 24.7

3 PERCENT. WE | NSTEAD WOULD BE LOOKI NG AT A

4 RECYCLI NG RATE THAT'S WELL ABOVE 25 PERCENT, AND
5 WOULDN' T HAVE TO HAVE THE DEBATE AT ALL.

6 | F THE BOARD HAD NOT RENEGED ON I TS

7 AGREEMENT TO HI RE AN | NDEPENDENT CONSULTANT TO

8 REVI EW THE PLASTI C | NDUSTRY' S RECYCLI NG RATE

9 STUDY, THE NUMBERS WE HAVE BEFORE US M GHT ENJOY A
10 GREATER LEVEL OF PUBLI C CONFI DENCE.

11 | F BOARD STAFF HAD FOLLOWED THE

12 BOARD S | NSTRUCTI ON OF A YEAR AGO AND HAD

13 DEVELOPED AN ADJUSTED BENCHVARK BASED ON NATI ONAL
14 RESI N NUMBERS, THEN THE BOARD WOULD HAVE SOME

15 BASI S FOR DETERM NI NG HOW ACCURATE THE 25.2 OR THE
16 24. 7 NUMBER ACTUALLY WOULD BE.

17 I F THOSE WHO STRENUOUSLY ARGUED AT THE
18 LAST BOARD MEETI NG THAT THE BOARD HAD NO OPTI ON
19 OTHER THAN TO ADOPT A 25. 2 PERCENT NUMBER WHI CH
20 SHOWED SOVE CONSI STENCY NOW THAT THEY HAVE FOUND
21 OUT THAT THOSE NUMBERS WEREN T CORRECT AND WOULD
22 NOW SUPPORT BOARD ADOPTI ON OF THE 24. 7 PERCENT
23 RATE, WE'D PROBABLY BE ABLE TO REACH SOVE
24 AGREEMENT HERE FAI RLY QUI CKLY AND ADOPT THAT
RATE.

25 "D LIKE TO COMPARE WHAT' S GONE ON
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W TH PLASTI CS | NDUSTRY TO OTHER PACKAGK NG
MATERI ALS AND TO THE PAPER | NDUSTRY I N THI S
COUNTRY WHERE STRENUOUS EFFORTS HAVE BEEN MADE BY
THOSE | NDUSTRI ES TO | NCREASE THEI R RECYCLI NG
RATES. WE HAD A REPORT BEFORE US THE OTHER DAY
THAT NEWSPRI NT | N CALI FORNI A HAS ACHI EVED A
50- PERCENT UTI LI ZATI ON RATE BY THE USERS OF
NEWSPRI NT I N THE STATE.

WE HAVE THE PAPER | NDUSTRY | N GENERAL,
WHETHER | T' S PACKAG NG OR WRI TI NG PAPERS OR
NEWSPRI NT, CONTI NUI NG TO PUSH, CONTI NUI NG TO
I NVEST, CONTI NUI NG TO SHOW GOOD FAI TH | N RESPONSE
TO THE PUBLI C' S DESI RE THAT WE REDUCE THE AMOUNT
OF WASTE | N CALI FORNI A AND THAT WE MAXIM ZE THE
AMOUNT OF RECYCLING. WE HAVE NOT SEEN THAT FROM
THE PLASTI CS | NDUSTRY.

| THI NK THE PLASTI CS | NDUSTRY
| NCREASI NGLY STANDS OUT ALONE AND APART FROM THE
REST OF THE MANUFACTURI NG | NDUSTRY I N THI S STATE
AND THI' S COUNTRY I N TERMS OF THEI R W LLI NGNESS TO
RESPOND TO THE PUBLI C'S CONCERNS. AND AS | SAID
EARLI ER, | THI NK THAT'S GO NG TO COVE BACK AND
BITE THEM | THINK THE TIME | S GO NG TO COVE VWHEN

THE PUBLI C S FOCUS ON RECYCLI NG AND ENVI RONMENTAL
| SSUES W LL ONCE AGAI N TAKE PRECEDENT OVER OTHER
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CONCERNS, AND THE OTHER | NDUSTRI ES W LL BE ABLE TO
PO NT TO THE TREMENDOUS PROGRESS THAT THEY' VE MADE
I N REDUCI NG THEI R CONTRI BUTI ON TO THE WASTE
STREAM  AND | DON T BELI EVE THE PLASTI CS | NDUSTRY
W LL BE ABLE TO MAKE THAT DEFENSE, AND THE RESULT
WLL BE THAT THE FOCUS OF THE PUBLIC S |RE WLL BE
ENTI RELY ON ONE PARTI CULAR PRODUCT TYPE, AND I
THI NK THAT' S UNFORTUNATE.

A FEW VEEKS AGO | | NDI CATED TO SEVERAL
PEOPLE | SPOKE W TH THAT | M GHT BE W LLING TO
SUPPORT A RECYCLI NG RATE RANGE, BUT THE MORE |
THOUGHT ABOUT THE WAY THE PROCESS HAS BEEN HANDLED
BY THE BOARD, BY THE PLASTI CS | NDUSTRY, AND BY THE
STAFF, THE MORE | FELT THAT | SHOULD RETURN TO MY
PAST POSI TI ON OF FAVORI NG NO RECYCLI NG RATE AT
THI'S TI ME.

| DON' T BELI EVE THAT EI THER THE BOARD
OR THE PROCESS THAT'S BEEN FOLLOWED OFFERS A FI RM
BASI S FOR ADOPTI NG A RECYCLI NG RATE. AT THI' S
PO NT | WOULD SUPPORT ADOPTI NG NO RATE AND TAKI NG
WHAT WE HAVE LEARNED FROM THI S PROCESS ABOUT WHAT
NOT TO DO NEXT YEAR | F WE ARE GO NG TO BE SUCCESS-
FUL I N ACTI NG W TH SOVE CREDI BI LI TY | N ADOPTI NG A

RATE FOR NEXT YEAR. SO THAT'S MY POSI TI ON.
MEMBER FRAZEE: MR CHAIRMAN, |F | COULD.
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CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: MR, FRAZEE.
MEMBER FRAZEE: | SUPPORT THE ADOPTI ON OF

THE RANGE PROPOSAL AS PRESENTED TO US BY THE STAFF
TH'S MORNING. AND |'D LI KE TO SPEND A FEW MOMENTS
GO NG THROUGH THAT.

FI RST OF ALL, | THI NK THAT THERE IS I N
MYy MND THE -- LET ME USE THE PROPER WORD HERE - -
| THI NK THE UNDERSTANDI NG ON MY PART THAT
GOVERNMENT MANDATES | N THE MARKETPLACE ULTI MATELY
FAIL. AND MJUCH OF WHAT YOU VE TALKED ABOUT ABOUT
THE POSI TI VE ACTI ON BY PAPER | NDUSTRI ES AND OTHER
PRODUCERS OTHER THAN PLASTI CS MAY HAVE HAD SOVE
| MPACT FROM MANDATES, BUT THE | MPACT IS AN
ECONOM C ONE. I T'S A SHORTAGE OF MATERI ALS FROM
OTHER SOURCES ARE THE MAJOR REASON THAT THERE' S
BEEN SUCCESS I N THOSE AREAS. | DON T THI NK WE CAN
ATTRI BUTE THAT TO ACTI ON BY THE LEGQ SLATURE | N
MANDATI NG CONTENT.

AND | START FROM THAT PREM SE TO BEG N
WTH | THINK I T'S PGSSI BLE TO HAVE A ONE- HINDRED
PERCENT ACCURATE RATE. AND YOU CAN DO THAT BY
PHYSI CALLY COUNTI NG EVERY PLASTI C CONTAI NER THAT
ENTERS THE MARKETPLACE AND PHYSI CALLY COUNTI NG

EVERY ONE THAT' S RECYCLED AND PHYSI CALLY COUNTI NG
EVERY ONE THAT VEENT | NTO LANDFI LL. WE ALL KNOW
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THAT THAT' S NOT POSSI BLE, AND SO THERE MUST BE
SOVE OTHER METHODOLOG ES TO ACHI EVE THAT.

THE ONE THAT WAS USED I N THE STUDY AT
HAND, THE CASCADI A METHOD, TO Mg, HAS THE GREATEST
LEVEL OF CONFI DENCE. THE | DEA THAT WE CAN TAKE
NATI ONAL RESI N STANDARDS, AND | THI NK STAFF DI D AN
EXCELLENT JOB OF DI SM SSI NG THAT ONE, I T'S SPECU-
LATI ON AT BEST ON WHAT EVEN A BENCHMARK | S USI NG
THOSE KI NDS OF NUMBERS.

I N USI NG THE ONE THAT WE HAVE AND THE
RANGE THAT WE HAVE AND THE ONE THAT | SUPPORT
REM NDS ME A BIT OF THE CASE THAT WAS BEFORE THE
U.S. SUPREME COURT | N RECENT YEARS AND HAVI NG TO
DO W TH AN I NI TI ATI VE THAT WAS PASSED | N THE STATE
OF WEST VIRG NIA SIM LAR TO OUR PROPOSI TI ON 13.
AND | BELIEVE I'T WAS JUSTI CE SCALI A WRITING I N
SUPPORT OF THAT | NI TI ATI VE, WHEN SOVE PARTS OF I T
WERE DI SPUTED, SAID -- USED THE TERM "I T'S CLOSE
ENOUGH FOR GOVERNMENT WORK. " AND | THI NK THAT' S
WHERE WE ARE W TH THI S.

THI S | S GOVERNMENT WORK, AND | THI NK
| T"S CLOSE ENOUGH. THE EFFECT OF DO NG SOMVETHI NG
ELSE, | DON T KNOW VWHERE THAT GETS US TO. YOU VE

CRI TI Cl ZED THE PLASTI CS | NDUSTRY, AND THAT'S GO NG
TO -- THEIR ACTI ONS ARE GO NG TO HAPPEN.
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ULTI MATELY PLASTI CS W LL GET RECYCLED WHEN THE
EDUCATION IS OQUT THERE AND THE ETHI C I S THERE FOR
PEOPLE TO PUT THAT MATERI AL OUT AND HAVE | T
RECYCLED. AND NO MANDATE BY GOVERNMENT ON HOW
MJUCH IS GO NG TO BE USED IS GO NG TO ACHI EVE THAT.

| TAKE MY MORNI NG WALK AND | PAY
PARTI CULAR ATTENTION, AS | DID THIS MORNING, |IT
WAS RECYCLI NG DAY | N OUR NEI GHBORHOOD, AND THERE
WERE LESS THAN 10 PERCENT OF THE HOVES IN A M DDLE
CLASS NEI GHBORHOOD THAT HAD THEI R RECYCLI NG BI NS
QUT. THAT'S WHERE THE TARGET IS IS ON THAT END.
AND BY GOVERNMENT MANDATES ON THE PRODUCTI ON AND
USE END, | DON' T THI NK THAT WE' RE EVER GO NG TO
GET TO THAT PO NT.

HAVI NG THE MATERI AL AVAI LABLE I N THE
MARKETPLACE | S VWHAT' S GO NG TO PRODUCE A GREATER
LEVEL OF RECYCLI NG I N MEETI NG THE GOALS, | THI NK,
THAT WE ALL SUPPORT.

| DON' T KNOW VWHERE WE' RE GO NG W TH
THI'S. | TH NK, BASED ON THE FACT THAT WE MJST DO
THI S EVERY YEAR, YEAR AFTER YEAR, WE HAVE TO
SETTLE ON SOVE REASONABLE METHODOLOGY AT COM NG UP
WTH A NUMBER. AND AS | SAY, WE CAN SPEND OUR

ENTI RE BUDGET AND COUNT EVERYTHI NG, OR WE CAN
SPEND SOVEWHAT LESS AND FI ND A NUMBER THAT THERE' S
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A COMFORT LEVEL WTH. AND I THINK I N TH S CASE
THAT' S WHAT WE' VE DONE. AND WE' RE BEHI ND TI MES ON
THI S.
WE' RE NOT -- JUST IN A VERY FEW MONTHS

WE' RE GO NG TO BE SI TTI NG HERE TALKI NG ABOUT WHAT
THE 1996 RATE I'S. AND W THOUT SOMVE KI ND OF AN
ESTABLI SHED STARTI NG PO NT, THAT'S GO NG TO BE
DI FFI CULT. AND I DON' T THI NK OUR BUDGET
ACCOMMODATES A $400, 000 TRASH SORT STUDY FOR ' 96
TO GET US TO THAT PO NT. SO --

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: THAT MJUCH WE AGREE
ABQUT.

MEMBER FRAZEE: | THI NK THAT WE SHOULD GET
THI'S BEH ND US BY ADOPTI NG AND ACCEPTI NG THE STUDY
THAT' S BEEN DONE AND ADOPTI NG A RANGE AS HAVI NG
MET THE | NTENT OF THE LAW AND MOVE ON FROM HERE.
AND, I'N FACT, | WOULD MAKE THAT AS A MOTI ON.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: OKAY. | S THERE A
SECOND? OKAY. THERE' S NOT A SECOND AT THI S
PO NT. WE'LL HAVE A FURTHER DI SCUSSI ON AND SEE
WHERE | T GETS US.

MEMBER GOTCH: |'D LI KE TO MAKE ANOTHER
MOTION, IF I MAY, AND THAT IS THAT WE FORWARD THI S

| TEM TO THE FULL BOARD W THOUT A RECOMVENDATI ON.
CHAl RMAN CHESBRO:  OKAY. |S THERE A SECOND
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FOR THAT? | T WOULD AT LEAST G VE US THE CHANCE TO
TRY I T AT THE BOARD LEVEL AND SEE WHERE WE GET.

MEMBER FRAZEE: LET ME JUST SUGGEST ON THAT
MOTI ON THAT THAT' S GO NG TO HAPPEN ANYWAY BECAUSE
OUR PREVI OQUS BOARD ACTI ON WAS TO REPORT BACK TO
THE FULL BOARD AT THE SEPTEMBER MEETI NG BY
UNANI MOUS VOTE.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO:  OKAY. DO YOU HAVE
FURTHER COMVENTS OR QUESTI ONS?

MEMBER GOTCH: NO, | DON T.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: THE ONLY ADDI TI ONAL
THING | WOULD SAY IS THAT |'VE SPENT A LOT OF TI ME
TALKI NG TO LOCAL GOVERNMENTS AND COLLECTORS AND
RECYCLERS, AND | HAVE NEVER HEARD ONE OF THEM SAY
THAT THE PROBLEM W TH PLASTI C RECYCLI NG WAS
GETTI NG THE PEOPLE TO GET THE MATERIAL TO THEM |
MEAN THE PROBLEM THAT THEY BRI NG UP W TH ME DAY
AFTER DAY AFTER DAY IS WHAT I N THE HECK ARE WE
GO NG TO DO WTH THI S STUFF? PUBLI C WANTS | T
RECYCLED. WHAT ARE WE GO NG TO DOWTH I T? HOW
CAN VE FI ND HOMES FOR THI S MATERI AL? HOW CAN W\E
FIND USES FOR THI S MATERI AL?

AND, FRANKLY, | THI NK I F WE CAN CREATE

THE MARKETS AND THE DEMAND FOR THE MATERI AL, THE
REST OF THE PROBLEM W LL TAKE CARE OF | TSELF. THE
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COLLECTI ON PROBLEM W LL BE HANDLED. SO | RESPECT-
FULLY DI SAGREE THAT THE SOURCE OF THE PROBLEM | S
THE PUBLI C S W LLI NGNESS TO RECYCLE PLASTIC. BUT
ANYWAY - -

MR. CHANDLER: CHAI RMAN CHESBRO, COULD I
MAKE ONE COMVENT?

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: MR, CHANDLER.

MR. CHANDLER: AS CHAI RMAN OF THE
COW TTEE, | THINK YOU DID I N YOUR REMARKS
CRI TI QUE THE ACTI ONS OF THE | NDUSTRY, THE ACTI ONS
OF YOUR COLLEAGUES ON THE BOARD, AND THE ACTI ONS
OF STAFF I N PARTI CULAR. AND |, FOR ONE, WHO HAVE
HAD CONVERSATI ONS W TH YOU AROUND THE RANGE
CONCEPT AM DI SAPPOI NTED TO HEAR THAT, BASED ON
YOUR VI EW OF STAFF' S ACTI ONS TO DATE, YOU RE
UNW LLI NG TO LOOK AT THAT APPROACH, THE APPROACH
THAT STAFF' S RECOMMENDI NG,  AND, OF COURSE, I T S
YOUR PREROGATI VE, BUT | DO WANT TO GO ON RECORD OF
ACKNOWLEDG NG STAFF, PARTI CULARLY | N THESE
| NTERVENI NG TWO WEEKS THAT WE' VE WORKED TO DO THE
ANALYSI S, STEVE AND BI LL AND CAREN, FOR WHAT |
FELT WAS | NDEPENDENT STAFF WORK AND WORK THAT MET
THE BOARD S DI RECTI ON. SO | APPRECI ATE YOU QG VI NG

ME THE OPPORTUNI TY TO ACKNOWLEDGE STAFF.
CHAl RMVAN CHESBRO: SURE. LET ME RESPOND BY
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SAYI NG THAT |'M TELLI NG YQU |' VE STATED HOW | FEEL
TODAY, AND I T'S -- YOU KNOW | HAVEN T CLOSED THE
DOOR ON OTHER PGSSI BI LI TI ES BY THE BOARD MEETI NG,
BUT | SURE WOULD LI KE TO HAVE A H GHER CONFI DENCE
LEVEL THAT WE' RE GO NG SOVEWHERE W TH THI S, THAT
THIS | SN T A DEAD END STREET. AND THAT'S THE
FRUSTRATI ON THAT |' M EXPRESSI NG HERE | S THAT THE
PUBLI C S DESI RES, | BELI EVE, HAVE BEEN SHAT UPON,
THEY' VE BEEN | GNORED AND TREATED QUI TE SHABBI LY
ACROSS THE BOARD, AND THAT THAT'S GO NG -- THERE S
GO NG TO BE A BACKLASH TO THAT AT SOVE PO NT.

AND W TH REGARDS TO STAFF, | WAS
CRI TI Cl ZI NG SOVETHI NG THAT' S GONE ON OVER A YEAR S
TIME. | WOULD CONCUR W TH YOU THAT THE WORK OVER
THE LAST SEVERAL MONTHS ON THI' S, MY CONFI DENCE
LEVEL W TH THE WORK THAT STAFF' S BEEN DO NG HAS
BEEN | NCREASI NG. AND SO | WAS PO NTI NG TO A
PARTI CULAR FRUSTRATI ON W TH SOVETHI NG THAT | FELT
THE BOARD CLEARLY ASKED FOR THAT HAS NOT EMERGED,
BUT I N GENERAL | DO THI NK THAT THE BASI S FOR
CREDI BI LI TY FOR STAFF' S WORK HAS BEEN EVOLVI NG
HERE, AND MY CONFI DENCE | S | MPROVI NG AS WELL. |I'D
LI KE TO ADD THAT.

MEMBER FRAZEE: MR CHAIR, COULD I JUST
MAKE COMMENT ON -- ALONG THAT LINE, AND | DON T
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WANT TO BEAT THI S ANY FURTHER. BUT |'M DI STURBED
BY YOUR WORDS I N CRI TI Cl SM OF STAFF. AND, YOU
KNOW | MAY HAVE SOMVE OF THAT REPUTATI ON ALSO, BUT
" VE ALMAYS MADE | T VERY CLEAR THAT, WHI LE | MAY
HAVE A DI FFERENCE OF OPI NI ON W TH STAFF, | NEVER
CRITI Cl ZE THEI R WORK AND THEI R I NTENT I N DO NG THE
RI GHT KI ND OF THI NG
I N FACT, IN A RECENT DI SPUTE ON AN

| SSUE THAT' S BEEN BEFORE MY COWM TTEE, WHERE |
TAKE AN OPPCSI TE POSI TI ON FROM STAFF, | HAVE TOLD
THEM REPEATEDLY THAT IF | WERE | N THEI R POSI Tl ON,
| WOULD HAVE COME TO THE SAME CONCLUSI ON BECAUSE
THAT' S THEI R PARTI CULAR ASSI GNMENT. AND | - -
VWH LE | DI FFER FROM THAT, |'M NOT GO NG TO BE
CRI'TI CAL OF THEI R TALENT OR THEIR ABILITY TO
PRODUCE THE JOB OR PERFORM FOR US.

CHAI RMVAN CHESBRO:  WELL, | GUESS IT'S
NECESSARY FOR ME TO COMMENT A LI TTLE FURTHER
THEN, BECAUSE, I N GENERAL, | THINK I F YOU WERE TO
TALK TO THE STAFF, YOU WOULD FIND THAT I AM ONE OF
THE BOARD MEMBERS WHO S THE MOST SUPPORTI VE AND
THE GREATEST ADM RERS OF STAFF' S WORK I N THI S
ORGANI ZATI ON.

AND MY COMVENTS ARE NOT GENERALLY
Al MED AT THE OVERALL WORK OF STAFF, NOR THEI R
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TALENT, NOR THEIR ABILITIES. BUT WE HAVE A VERY
SPECI FI C | NSTANCE WHERE SI X VOTES ON THI S BOARD
WERE ACHI EVED FOR AGREEMENT TO PROCEED W TH THE
CASCADI A STUDY ON THE BASI S OF A COUPLE OF OTHER
| TEMS TAKI NG PLACE TO | NCREASE THE CREDI BI LI TY OF
THAT STUDY. AND ONE OF THEM WAS THE STAFF WAS TO
PREPARE A BENCHMARK NUVMBER.

AND THAT MOTI ON WOULD NOT HAVE HAD Sl X
VOTES HAD THERE NOT BEEN A COVPROM SE AND AGREE-
MENT. TWO MAJOR COVPONENTS OF THAT AGREEMENT WERE
RENEGED UPQON, ONE BY STAFF, ONE BY THE BOARD. AND
" LL HAVE TO SAY THAT OVER AND OVER AND OVER
AGAIN. |'M BEI NG VERY SPECI FI C AND VERY PRECI SE
N MYy COMMVENTS. |'M NOT TALKI NG ABOUT EVERYTHI NG
THAT STAFF'S DONE ON THI'S. |'"M NOT TALKI NG ABOUT
ANY OTHER STAFF WORK. BUT THAT WAS A DI RECT
FAI LURE TO FOLLOW THROUGH FOR PRETTY MJCH AN
ENTI RE YEAR ON SOMETHI NG THAT WAS PART OF A BOARD
MOTI ON  AND WAS NEVER REPEALED BY THE BOARD, AND
I T"S ONE OF THE CONTRI BUTI NG REASONS WHY WE ARE
VWHERE WE ARE.

AND SO | FEEL VERY BADLY HAVI NG TO
CONTI NUALLY REPEAT | T, BUT IT IS PART OF THE
ORIG N OF THIS CONFLICT. AND IT'S NOT THE
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1 PARTI CULAR FAI LURE TO RESPOND, BUT I T IS A

2 CONTRI BUTI NG FACTOR THAT | DON T THI NK CAN BE

3 SVWEPT UNDER THE RUG. AND, YOU KNOW |'M SORRY

4 THAT | HAVE HAD TO FOCUS ON I T, BUT IT'S PART OF
5 THE REASON VWHY | HAVE NOT BEEN PREPARED TO VOTE TO
6 ADOPT A RATE.

7 SO I F THERE' S ANY OTHER RESPONSES,

8 " LL TAKE THEM  OTHERW SE, | THI NK WE' RE ABOUT
9 THROUGH FOR THE DAY.

10 VELL, | THH NK THERE WAS NOT A SECOND.
11 AND AS PO NTED OUT BY MR FRAZEE, THE BOARD S

12 DI RECTI ON WAS TO PLACE THI S | TEM BACK ON THE

13 SEPTEMBER BOARD AGENDA, SO IT WLL BE THERE. AND
14 THERE' S NOT, | GUESS, THE NEED FOR US TO MOVE

15 THAT.

16 WE DO HAVE JUST -- REMAI NI NG WE HAVE
17 OPEN DI SCUSSI ON AND ADJOURNMENT. IS THERE ANY
18 OTHER | SSUES?

19 MEMBER FRAZEE: ALREADY HAD THAT.

20 CHAl RMVAN CHESBRO  YES, WE HAVE. THANK YQU
21 ALL VERY MJCH.

22 (END OF PROCEEDI NGS AT 11:15 A. M)
23

24

N
(03]
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